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ee oe ALUMINUM 


You can't be in two places at the same time. 
Today, Aluminum's big job is DEFENSE! 


As early as the 18th Century certain ores were known to be 
oxides of a metal. However, it was 100 years later before the 
Cowles brothers first were able to produce aluminum alloys 
from these ores. In 1886, only 114 tons of this useful metal 
were made in the United States, the price being about $60.00 
per pound. The price to date is about 17c per pound and it is 
believed that with the aid of cheaper electrical power, a few 
years hence the price may be as low as Iroc. 
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Although aluminum is extremely malleable, ranking with gold, 
jecccocccccsseoniay Bs: it has a tensile strength comparable to cast iron. Aluminum is 

practically unaffected by salt, either wet or dry. Aluminum as 
ctory we all know is light yet strong. This metal is also a conductor 








nselors : of electricity. Only oxygen and silicon are more widely distributed throughout the world than 
ners are aluminum ores. Nevertheless, about 2 tons of bauxite and several tons of chemicals and fuel 
a ; are required to make a ton of alumina... then... 2 tons of alumina, 14 ton of carbon, and 
n 5 » ° 
ane we ‘ 25,000 kilowatt hours are necessary to produce one ton of aluminum. 

special " ; 

' During the years of 1930-38, the average monthly demand for aluminum was 7,000 tons... then 

RS ' came an abnormal demand. In spite of a great assembly of materials, labor, and the transportation 

DE : of ores over long distances, production was increased to 25,000 tons monthly. Surely no more 
al and ; can be said in tribute to this great industry. 

Traffic ‘ The aluminum now being used for national defense in this crisis is serving business and family 
ig ' in an infinitely deeper sense than if aluminum actually went to them. When the emergency is 
~ ‘ past there will be more aluminum than was ever available before. 

, sanccessest ‘ 
ais Let McCormick serve you too! 
—| Shipments with care and dispatch. 
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2 by class 0% Top: Lockheed's famous P-38. Aircraft production is the prime fac- Philadelphia, New York, 
lew Jersey “rm winning the present war for the democracies. On aluminum Baltimore, Pittsburgh, 
s to expericn are also dependent many of the nation’s other great activities—auto- Norfolk, Chicago and 
=. mobiles, elec :rical goods, household utensils, and streamline trains. Detroit 
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ALUMINUM, 
DEFENSE, 
AND YOU 





GENTLEMEN, BEHOLD A PARADOX! 


ONE POUND OF CIVILIAN ALUMINUM becomes one pound of Defense 
Aluminum by the simple process of writing the magic symbols AA to A-10 
on certain pieces of paper. 


THIS DEFENSE ALUMINUM we are making is not special aluminum; it is 
just good old Alcoa Aluminum in especially Jarge quantities. 


HOW LARGE? Each pound of civilian aluminum shipped in the average 
month of 1930-38 has been multiplied into almost four pounds a 
month for defense. And this 
was possible only because 
we started to spend over 
$200,000,000 for expansion 
long before today’s needs 
became generally recognized. 


HERE’S THE PARADOX: 
Civilian Aluminum is exactly 
what we are making; De- 


fense Aluminum is what we The 2400-foot-long rolling mill being construct- 
ed at Alcoa, Tennessee. This new 57-acre 
’ plant will bring our sheet rolling capacity up 
deal of it. to more than 33,000,000 pounds per month. 


are shipping—and a great 


DEFENSE DOES NOT ASK FOR different aluminum; it could not ask for 
better aluminum. It asks only more of the same. We are happy to report 
that defense industries asked for and got from us something like twenty 
million pounds more last month than were forecast in schedules set up 
six months ago. 


DEFENSE ORDERS specify aluminum in the old familiar way, using the 
same train of tried and true Alcoa Alloy 
numbers— 2S-3S-11S-17S-24S-52S-195-356, 
and all the rest. They do the same things 
superlatively well, for Defense, that they 
have been doing for you. 


WHEN ALUMINUM COMES BACK into 
civilian use, it is going to be very like 
switching this crack train of Alloys of Alcoa 
Aluminum right back on your track. 


BUT THERE WILL BE SOME SURPRISES aboard. New techniques, new 
economies, are being sought, found, and already put into use by our 
busier-than-ever researchers. Probably there will be a new alloy or two. 
Certainly, there will be many new ways to use the old ones, profitably. 


ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA 
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AN you afford to have 
C customers turned away 
because foreign dealers are out 
of stock or won’t carry your 


full line? 


The remedy? Impress upon 
every foreign sales representa- 
tive that there’s no such thing 
as being out of stock when 
shipment is by Pan American 
International Air Express. 

By Clipper the most ur- 
gently needed replacements— 
whether general merchandise 


ARE YOU ROBBING YOURSELF 
OF FOREIGN SALES... through 


slow delivery of replacements? 


or machinery—are delivered 
to or from any part of the U. S. 
or Latin America in froma few 
hours to no more than four 
days. 

Similarly, the speed, fre- 
quency and dependability of 
air express make it possible 
for many outlets to sell your 
full liae with a minimum in- 
ventory limited to the fastest- 
selling items. 

For information call nearest 
Railway Express Agency. 


AIR EXPRESS iis matt at a reaction oF THE cost 









U. S.-Havana, same day 
45 lbs., $9.00* 





U. S.-Guatemala, same day 
1746 Ibs., $9.54* 


U. S.- Barranquilla, same day 
11 Ibs., $6.71* 





U. S.-Buenos Aires, 324 days 
1 tb., $1.56* 


*Plus small charge for valuation. From L to R above... 
electric saw, rotary drilling bit, radio set, electric shaver 









Tug Trarric Service Corp., 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. Entered as 
anuary 1, 1913, at the postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the 


ct of March 3, 1879. 
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Railroads are now moving more tons of freight more 


miles than they did in the peak war-year of 1918 


2". One year ago the American 

‘railroads looked at the trans- 
-*" portation needs of the nation’s 
defense program and said they could 
handle the job. 


On that promise we made good. 


It was made with confidence, because 
preparedness started twenty years before. 


Eight billion dollars had gone into heavier 
rails, stronger bridges, improved safety 
signals, more powerful locomotives, 
better cars — the basic needs of faster, 
smoother handling of increased traffic, 
whenever it might come. 


Since that promise, things have happened. 


The government's own appraisal of de- 
fense needs doubled and redoubled again. 


Consumer buying reached a ten-year peak. 


Demands for coal, piled up by the strike, 
pyramided the job in this field. 


The demand for ships brought a shift of 
traffic from water fo rails. 


Today the railroads are handling an increas- 
ing portion of the intercoast traffic formerly 
moved through the Panama Canal. 


The railroads are ready to take over ship- 
ments from the Orient — loading them on the 
Pacific Coast and speeding them across the 
continent at a saving of precious weeks. 


The railroads are being called upon to take 
over the movement of much of the oil for- 


merly handled by oil company ocean tankers. 


And under way now is one of the largest 
wheat harvests in history—with the railroads 
standing by with a supply of cars ample to 
move more wheat than can be stored. 


D seiitade. no other form of transporta- 
tion could begin to handle this combina- 
tion of assignments — or 
move the tonnage that’s 
rolling over the rails 
today. 


To meet increasing re- 
sponsibility, the rail- — 
roads are adding new | 
equipment. 


They are rebuilding old 
cars, adding new ones. 
Between the fall of 1939 
and of 1941, they will 
have put in service 1,000 
locomotives, 27,000 re- | 
built cars, 168,000 new 
ones. The schedule calls 
for 120,000 more in 1942 
— 150,000 more in 1943. 


Not content with this, 

we continue to ask our- | 
selves, what more can we 

dorightnow? And in answer to this we have 
increased the activities of our Car Service 
Division, our Freight Container Bureau and 
our whole cooperative service to shippers. 


What such cooperation can do to in- 


ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN RAILROADS wasnineron, o.c. 


EXPERT OPINION 


“The National Association of 
Shippers Advisory Boards has 
full confidence in the ability of 
-the railroads of the United States 
to perform, under private man- 
agement, with the cooperation 
of the shipping public and the 
government of the United States, 
the transportation services to be 
required of them by the National 
Defense program. 


“It pledges its members and the 
members of its affiliated regional 
boards to the accomplishment of 
the nation's great purpose.’’— 
(Extract from resolution of the 
Natiogal Association of Shippers. 
Advisory Boards adopted at 
Chicago, Illinois, on June 19, 1941.) 


crease the carrying capacity of America’s 
No. 1 transportation system is shown by 
such examples as these: 


It would add the equivalent of 100,000 cars 
to the nation’s supply if the average “turn- 
around” time of each car could be reduced 
one day by faster unloading —3 times the 
number of cars needed to handle any 
transfer of traffic from the Panama Canal. 


It would add the equivalent of an additional 
30,000 cars if the average loading of car- 
load traffic could be increased by one ton 
— by such simple im- 
provements as better 
planning of packaging 
and loading. 


How such improve- 
ments can be accom- 
plished calls for analysis 
of each shipper’s present 
methods —as well as the 
practices on the receiv- 
ing end. 


| The big fact is, we are 
| thinking ahead —study- 
ing our job for the sake 
of defense—and we in- 
vite every user of rail 
| transportation to do the 
same. 


o les a big assignment we 
"have ahead of us. We 

know it—arid do not propose to under- 

estimate the challenge it presents. 


But we have the organization. We have 
the “know how.” We have the man power. 
And we have the determination to do this 
job as it should be done. 
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For years, from time to time, as occasion seemed 

especially to demand railroad economies, we have 
suggested that unnecessary and duplicate railroad pas- 
senger service between certain points be eliminated by 
taking off trains and making some arrangement for 
pooling the traffic among the roads serving the points 
involved. We made no specific suggestions except to 
mention some services where reform seemed to be 
possible, such as between St. Louis and Chicago and 
between Chicago and Twin Cities. But always railroad 
executives either laughed us to scorn or dealt pityingly 
with us as, of course, “‘never having worked for a rail- 
road” and “not even knowing how to wipe an engine,” 
being utterly incapable of dealing with such subjects or 
having sound ideas with respect to them. 

But now what do we see? At the request of Ralph 
Budd, transportation defense commissioner, who is 
also a railroad president, and the suggestion of Presi- 
dent Pelley, of the Association of American Railroads, 
a former railroad president, executives of twelve rail- 
roads participating in Chicago-Florida passenger traffic 
have held a meeting to consider possible reductions in 
the number of trains in that service and the pooling 
of the traffic. Not only that, but other such meetings 
to consider the Chicago-Twin Cities, Chicago-St. Louis, 
St. Louis-Kansas City, and the transcontinental situa- 
tions are planned. 


To be sure, nothing has yet been done, but when 
top executives suggest consideration and other top 
executives meet seriously to determine ways of carry- 
ing out these suggestions, surely at least the practical 
possibility as well as the desirability of such economies 
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Henry A, Palmer, Editor 


Are We Right Again? 


16, 1941 


is admitted. All the executives involved in the con- 
ferences “work for railroads” and probably most of 
them know how to “wipe an engine,” though we con- 
fess we have never learned; we have so little time in 
which to learn even the things that are important. 

No abandonments of trains and no pooling of pas- 
senger traffic may come out of these suggestions and 
conferences, but, please, don’t aim any more bricks at 
us on the theory that we have been advocating some- 
thing wild and impracticable. If this scheme is wild, 
then we can name several crazy railroad executives for 
each mad editor anyone else can name. 

We can suggest several other methods of con- 
serving rail equipment that, up to date, most railroad 
executives have not liked and that many of them 
declare more or less impossible, but that are not im- 
possible and that may, sooner or later, with or without 
the consent or desire of these executives, be put into 
effect. 


One of them is to insist on the use by shippers of 
the quickest routes, other things being equal, instead 
of trying to get traffic for their own roads that may be 
hauled more expeditiously by some other route. An- 
other is to abolish the system by which, in order to 
equalize conditions between competing railroads, cars 
are held a day or two at certain destinations so as to 
permit the slower roads to get there with their trains 
before the unloading begins. Unification of terminals 
and even consolidation of railroads, where economies 
can be effected without serious damage to business, 
have long been advocated by us. Joint rates and 
routes with motor trucks is another thing the railroads 





OUR PLATFORM™M 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

: An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at. 


Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 
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Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves in their 
depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers in such 
economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 
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have fought but that must come about if true trans- 
portation efficiency is to be attained. It would largely 
furnish a solution of the abandonments the railroads 
desire. 

The railroads are in many ways conserving car 
and motive power supply, on their own account and 
with the cooperation of shippers, but there are many 
other things they could do and may have to do. They 
erred badly in their estimate of what the demand for 
cars would be this year; maybe they are making some 
other errors. Anyway, these things are practicable, 
even if the suggestions do come from a source utterly 
unacquainted with the process of wiping an engine. 








The Seaway Now “Pork’’ 


And now the wiley Roosevelt, aided and abetted 

by the complacent chairman and members of the 
House rivers and harbors committee, has succeeded in 
getting his St. Lawrence Canal project incorporated 
in the rivers and harbors bill—which now becomes, as 
has been remarked, the biggest pork barrel bill in the 
history of Congress—with its chances of success 
greatly increased. 

Of course, the St. Lawrence part of the bill can be 
left in or taken out of it, as members of Congress 
choose, and, theoretically, it is now no more subject 
to “trades” than if it were still an independent measure. 
But, practically, everybody who knows the ways of 
members of Congress knows that its chances of pas- 
sage are greatly enhanced. 


In this pork barrel bill, an annual scandal, are 
always incorporated schemes that are valueless except 
as means of getting votes for the members who “put 
them over.” They are put through Congress by a 
process of trading—‘“‘you vote for mine and I'll vote for 
yours’”’—and the cabal is hard to beat, especially when 
the trading process is carried even beyond the immedi- 
ate considerations involved in the rivers and harbors 
bill. The average member of Congress, plotting against 
the tax payers to have a ditch in his district widened 
in order that he may procure some votes, will cheer- 
fully vote for the St. Lawrence project, whether he 
knows anything about its merits or not, or even know- 
ing that it has no merit, if he can “do something for 
his constituents’—which means if he can get them to 
vote for him. 

Congress, in many of its aspects, is a national dis- 
grace and President Roosevelt has not hesitated to 
take advantage of its venal motives in order to put 
over his pet project—a project that was turned down 
by Congress when it was put forward merely as a 
transportation and power development scheme, but 
which is now advocated as necessary to the national 
defense and engineered by unconstitutional methods— 
methods, however, as the President well knows, that 
will never be declared unconstitutional by his Supreme 
Court. 

We suppose most of our readers know it, but it 
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may be well to point out again, nevertheless, that the 
amount proposed to be appropriated in the pork barre 
bill for the St. Lawrence Canal— something over 
$285,000,000—would be only a beginning. Everybody 
who has studied the subject with any intelligence anq 
desire to get at the truth, knows that the completeg 
seaway would cost this country over a billion dollars 
That is a small price to pay, perhaps, for something 
needed for defense, but an extravagant price (any 
price would be extravagant) for something that is not 
needed and, that, in any event, would not be ready for 
use for several years. 


Taxpayers are already shuddering at the prospect 
of next year’s income tax. Must a fourth of the 
amount to be raised by the present tax bill in Congress 
be devoted to this monumental folly to gratify a Presi- 
dent who overlooks no chicanery and no false argu- 
ments to attain his ends? 


The Transportation Board 


The three men appointed by President Roosevelt 

have been confirmed by the Senate without oppo- 
sition or debate, so now we have a _ transportation 
board that ought to be a disappointment to everybody 
interested, and, doubtless, is so to those who think and 
who hoped for serious and valuable treatment of the 
transportation problem by this board for the considera- 
tion of Congress. 

We have on it three men, one well known and 
competent, but a notorious advocate of false transpor- 
tation principles, and the other two unknown quantities 
so far as those interested in transportation are gen- 
erally concerned. They may prove to be good but 
there is no reason to expect it. What we are likely to 
have, therefore, is a report from this board that will 
probably be unsound and, at the very least, inadequate. 
This of itself would not be so serious—for we have had 
a lot of dilly-dallying with this subject by incompetents 
and persons with axes to grind—but for the fact that 
the public, knowing little about how these men were 
appointed or their qualifications to serve, is likely to 
accept their verdict as final as to what should be done 
—hbecause they were appointed by the President of the 
United States to perform a function prescribed by Con- 
gress in the desire to solve our transportation problems 
in the soundest way possible. 


What was needed was a board composed of men 
of recognized authority and soundness in the field of 
transportation. Many names of possible members al- 
swering this description will occur to any reader. But 
what we have is a nondescript body in which there is 
no confidence. But that is the way President Roose- 
velt does things. A job to him is merely a place to be 
filled by anybody at hand who wants it, who has 
friends to urge his appointment, and who, perhaps, call 
be helpful to the administration or, at least, not harm- 

(Continued on page 380) 
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WASHINGTON 





It now seems that Queen 
Elizabeth of England laid the 
foundation for the war about 
silk stockings in which the 
wife of John Q. Citizen has 
been engaged with the coun- 
tesses back of the hosiery 
counter ever since the govern- 
ment grabbed the dwindling 
supply of silk because of its face-making war with Japan, which 
has shut out imports from Nippon. 

And where did Elizabeth Tudor get her first pair of silk 
stockings? One history-minded person has dug up the fact that 
on New Year’s day, 1560, Her Majesty’s silk woman, Mistress 
Montague, made the queen a gift of silk stockings she herself 
had knitted. On that day a “prince of Sweden,” gorgeously 
appareled, called on Elizabeth to pay his compliments. Eliza- 
beth was twenty-seven then. Could she have been “dressing 
up” for the coming of a “beau” from Sweden? At any rate, 
according to the tale, Elizabeth never afterward wore “cloth” 
stockings. But she never had to plunge into the crowd around 
the hosiery counter as other queens in America have been doing 
in the last two weeks. So the blame rests on auburn-haired 
Elizabeth, daughter of Henry VIII and Anne Boleyn. 


Who Among Users of 
English Made Possible 
This War of the Hoses? 


Cold noses and cold toes about Christ- 
mas time may remind Americans in 
Atlantic seaboard states of the sacri- 
fice in the matter of petroleum they 
have been forced by their government 
to make for Britain. Then, again, 
there may be, relatively speaking, no 
suffering because this government has 
handed over to Britain fifty tank ships 
of an average capacity of 10,000 gross tons. A barrel of crude, 
74 pounds to the gallon, weighs about 210 pounds, something 
less than a tenth of a gross or long ton. 

Oil Coordinator Ickes, who makes noises as if he thinks 
there is grave danger of a pinching shortage of petroleum 
products in the eastern market, has on his staff relatively young 
oil men familiar with transportation, who admit that, if the 
industry and the consuming public are not careful, there will 
be a shortage that will hurt. There will not be a shortage in 
this land which produces twice as much crude as all the rest 
of the world and uses three-fifths of the world’s production. 
The trouble will be inability of the country to distribute its 
abundance. There is danger that the east will be like that 
part of a lawn behind a tree, when the watering is done by 
one of the whirling dervish gadgets. It cannot bend the 
streams it throws around the tree. 


_ But the young men, being optimists, believe that, if the 
industry sets itself to the task of supplying the east, the streams 
will be bent around the obstructive tree planted by President 
Roosevelt when he decided that it was more in the interest of 
the United States that Britain have oil than that there be 
= that the Atlantic seaboard have petroleum “as 
usual.” 

The railroads and the oil industry have 148,000 oil tank 
cars of an average capacity of somewhere between 8,300 and 
9,000 gallons. The oil industry has pipe lines leading from the 
Southwestern oil wells toward the east. Some of them have 
been connected with the railroads, so to speak, by the Commis- 
sions authorizing the latter to make very low rates from pipe 
Ine points such as Rootstown and Lima, O., and Martinsville, 
Ill., to the eastern refinery points. 

Figuring out how much can be carried by the pipe lines 
and the tank cars would be relatively easy were the dimensions 
of the pipes and the size and power of pumping stations and 
the speed with which tank cars could be used in round trips 
a matter of static figures, but they are not. The capacity of 
any pipe line can be stepped up by various devices known to the 
industry. It is believed that the hurry-up appendixes soon will 
be established. 

The greatest danger, as many see it, is that somebody will 
Set the ear of President Roosevelt or Coordinator Ickes and 
persuade them to take the handling of tank cars out of the 


Some Oil Men Are 
Optimistic About 
Fuel for Winter 
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hands of the industry. That step, it is understood, has been 
suggested by jittery men in the petroleum industry. The tank 
cars are not like other railroad equipment, subject to inter- 
Most of them are owned by the industry. Owners 
have the right to say where and when they shall be used. How- 
ever, it is believed that the inspectors of the Commission and 
the Association of American Railroads can and will see to it 
that the tank cars are made to roll under the rule that governs 
railroad equipment, namely, no loading until it is known where 
the unloading can and will be done promptly. Some have made 
suggestions about a tank car pool being established. That, 
however, unless done by the owners, would be in the nature 
of taking the cars out of the hands of the owners, which would 
be akin to the government taking over some part of the trans- 
portation machine—a thing that may appeal to some in the oil 
industry but, it is believed, not to many. 

The optimists believe the oil industry will be able to figure 
out a way. But the eastern section of it, in the view of some 
of those who have thought about the matter, will take a heavy 
financial beating because of the situation. That is figured this 
way: The industry has had customers for many years. If it 
charges them prices high enough to cover the extra cost of 
carrying crude by pipe line and tank car, the industry will be 
“in bad” with its customers, even if it can keep Leon Hender- 
son, head of the Office of Price Administration and Civilian 
Supply, off its back, which is considered doubtful. A not un- 
common view of him is that he thinks it is good for Leon to 
whack a big industry over the head with a price restriction, 
almost regardless of the facts about the proper price to be 
charged—in other words, that Leon is not always above taking 
the acclaim of the uninformed, by making motions intended to 
be interpreted as his protecting the “poor and under-privileged.” 





With all the assurance of a 
prophet, Leon Henderson, of 
the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration and Civilian Supply, 
has set about it to prevent 
the holding of conventions in 
Washington for the rest of 
this year and 1942. It is also 
his desire that those booked 
for the rest of this year be canceled “where this can be done 
without grave inconvenience.” 

Why? Because holding of conventions has a bad effect 
on the rooming situation, especially in the hotels on, which 
Henderson is now operating. In addition to the effect on hotel 
room vacancies, the presence of conventions in Washington con- 
tributes, says Henderson, “to growing difficulties of restaurant 
facilities, the availability of taxicabs, and general congestion 
in the city, which is bound to interfere with the effective func- 
tioning of important government business activities during the 
emergency.” 

Stated in another way, the tasks being performed in Wash- 
ington by the so-called emergency workers is so important that 
those inclined to indulge in the holding of conventions in Wash- 
ington are about as bad as “slackers” (a word not much used 
now), if not fifth columnists. 

Washingtonians who have gone through two wars before 
this “emergency” arrived, entertain in the back of their heads 
doubts as to the real value of war and emergency workers. 
They do that for the reason that a large percentage of those 
brought in to head emergency organizations start their work 
by upsetting the routine under which tasks were performed 
before the “emergency” arrived, substituting an untried rou- 
tine, frequently, if not always, requiring a greater number of 
persons to operate it. The newcomers imbued with ideas of 
grandeur as to their importance in the scheme of things, tend 
to slow up instead of expedite things. That there is greater 
activity cannot be denied. But there is a suspicion that the 
greater activity results more in making relatively simple things 
complex. Confusion probably would be a better word than 
activity. 


Make Way for the Very 
Important Super-Patriotic 
Emergency Worker 





According to the American Au- 
tomobile Association the drop-a- 
nickel-in-the-slot parking me- 
ters have brought about abuses 
calling for sweeping reforms. 
The association bases that 
thought on a nationwide survey. 
Thomas P. Henry, president of 
the association, concedes that 
those who think parking meters an aid to the solution of the 
parking problem have a right to their opinion, “but,” he adds, 
“they certainly have no right to indulge in practices that d's- 
criminate against the motorists, even to the violation of the law.” 

One of the points made is that the five-cent fee is illegal 


Parking Meters a Delu- 
sion Except to Make 
Profit, AAA Intimates 
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because it does more than pay the cost of installation and opera- 
tion. It yields a profit, which, under court decisions, it is not 
supposed to do, without the profit being used to provide off- 
street parking. That the profit motive is behind installation of 
meters is suggested by the fact that, in some, if not many, of 
the meters, it is possible to drop several nickels at a time, thus 
defeating the supposed purpose of the installation as a regula- 
tor of time parking and as an aid to turn-arounds at the curb. 





Any traffic manager whose mem- 
ory goes as far back as the be- 
ginning of the second year of the 
1914-1918 butchery, will agree 
that for him the current atrocity 
is preferable to the earlier, keep- 
ing the comparison wholly within 
the realm of getting goods from 
one place to another. Memory 
says that, by August, 1916, conditions on American railroads 
and at the ports were sufficient to drive him crazy every day, 
assuming that, when he slept, he recovered the sanity he had 
lost in his working hours the day before. 

It is to be remembered that, usually, that which has gone 
before is tinged, in memory, with a rosy hue; that distance lends 
enchantment, etc. But not, it is believed, to the eye of one who 
was in the thick of things in 1916. It is possible that the real 
transportation agony did not begin until after August, 1916. 
But for purposes of exercising the powers of memory, it is not 
well always to rate the calendar as tops. 


Railroad officials and military officers, both army and 
navy, it is believed, are entitled to great credit for what now 
may be regarded as a transportation situation against which 
the finger of scorn may not properly be pointed. 


It is no reflection on army and navy officers to say that 
they have not done anything to mess up transportation. They, 
apparently, have taken the word of rail and shipper transporta- 
tion men that military orders and operation of railroads do not 
mix, except at frightful cost to the country. According to the 
word of railroad men who have been in close contact with the 
military men in getting things done for “national defense,”’ the 
military men appear fully aware that the railroad men are the 
ones who know how to keep the cars rolling and that the inter- 
jection of military authority makes for confusion. Therefore, 
in figurative terms, the military men have kept off the right of 
way, enabling the railroad men to do what, up to this time, has 
been regarded as an amazingly good job, even if there are fewer 


engines and cars than there were twenty-five years ago.— 
A. EK. 3. 


In a Transport Sense, 
Second World War 
Preferable to First 


The Transportation Board 
(Continued from page 378) 


ful to it; he never, apparently, considers fitness an 
essential. 


The whole subject of the transportation board has 
become a joke. Under the law creating it, it should 
have made its first report last May. But the President 
has been so busy with things that should not be any 
of his business that he has had no time to give thought 
to this important matter and has finally disposed of it 
without thought and the Senate did its rubber-stamp 
act; so we have what we have. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE WORK 


Activities of the Department of Commerce concerned with 
the promotion of the nation’s industry and trade are outlined in 
a descriptive booklet issued by it. 

“From the taking of the decennial census, ‘the biggest fact- 
finding job in the world,’ to the avoidance of economic waste 
through utilization of frost warnings issued by the Weather 
Bureau and other business aids available from the several units, 
the booklet outlines the activities of the department on land, 
sea and in the air,” says the department. 

“Aids to business through studies and research to facilitate 
production, transportation and sale of goods; supplying trade 
information to American producers and exporters; encouraging 
invention by protecting inventors in their patent rights; enu- 
merating, compiling and disseminating population statistics as 
well as social, industrial and fiscal data; establishing com- 
modity wreight, measures and standards; fostering the national 
civil air transportation system; and disseminating vital weather 
information are among the many functions of the department. 








TRAFFIC WORL) 


“Through several of its bureaus, the department aq. 
ministers laws and promulgates regulations designed to aig 
navigation both on sea and in the air. Among the regulatory 
and administrative services with which the department js 
charged are the registration and inspection of merchant marine 
vessels; the inspection and licensing of aircraft; the licensing 
of pilots; the charting of coastal waters and airways; the estab. 
lishing of aids to air navigation; and the enforcement of naviga- 
tion and aeronautic laws. 

“Written in popular style with a foreword by Jesse Jones, 
Secretary, the booklet outlines the organization and history of 
the department and reviews the aims and functions of the nine 
separate organizations therein. 

“A limited number of copies of the publication are avail. 
able and may be had without cost upon application to the di- 
Sse of publications, Department of Commerce, Washington, 
YS Gag 


Approves Our Views 


Editor Traffic World: 

Please accept my congratulations on your excellent edj- 
torial (We and Joe Stalin) in the Traffic World of June 28. 
We see eye to eye in all the discussions you have pub- 
lished. I have read a number of your editorials with a great 
deal of satisfaction; however, I feel that you have not said 
all any good American would like to say for reasons that are 
obvious. 

As long as we exist there never will be a substantial change 
in human nature. The traits which were in evidence thousands 
of years ago are still in evidence. On account of this there 
can be but one answer so far as the United States is concerned 
and that is to follow unswervingly the theories of George Wash- 
ington and Thomas Jefferson, if we are to survive as a republic. 
This carries with it the full understanding that we will permit 
any and all parties in Europe to sink, however, much we may 
dislike to see it, because you just cannot draw the line where 
you will stop in European foreign entanglements. It is safe 
to say that right today the administration in Washington does 
not have knowledge of the many treaties which may be in 
existence between England and the other countries—hence, do 
not know what our situation would be in the future should 
England become victorious and we, at the time of such a vic- 
tory, were an active fighting ally of England. 

None of us who has complete faith in our own country has 
the slightest fear of what Hitler may be able to accomplish 
should he win either in foreign trade matters or from a mili- 
taristic standpoint. We can take Mr. Hitler on in stride should 
he arrive on these shores, but it seems the height of folly to 
go running around with a chip on your shoulder if you do not 
know you will ever be called on to fight the German people. 
Let England handle her own affairs in her own way and let 
us stay aloof from the whole rotten mess. 


Piedmont, Calif., August 9, 1941. Morton G. Smith. 


ROCKTON & RION STATUS 

Without saying why, the Commission, by division 3, in No. 
28332, Weston & Brooker Co., et al. vs. Southern 243 I. C. C. 106 
(see Traffic World, Dec. 28, 1940, p. 1575), has stricken from its 
report a declaration defining the status of little railroads, such 
as the Rockton & Rion, operating wholly within a state and not 
issuing bills of lading to points beyond its line or having any 
arrangement with other railroads with regard to divisions oF 
for a common control or management. The part, stricken by 
an order issued by division 3 from the original mimeographed 
copy, from the advance printed copies of the report and omitted 
from the report as it will appear in the bound volume is: 

A railroad operating entirely between points within a state and 
which, though it participates in transportation to and from points 
beyond that state, does not issue bills of lading to points beyond its 
own line, receives no freight on through bills of lading, and has n0 
arrangement with other roads for a division of the charges, or for 4 
common control or management, is not subject to the act. 


While the Commission, in its order, assigned no reason for 
its action it is the understanding that the stricken declaration 
is in conflict with earlier decisions and therefore not a state- 
ment of the law on the point, as heretofore stated by the Com- 
mission. The view expressed in the portion that has been de- 
leted is understood to be the idea as to what the law Is o 
should be that has been held by a minority of the Commission 
at times when the subject has come up for discussion for many 
years. But, according to the view of a majority of commis 


sioners the deleted portion is not a statement of the law 0 
that point. 

Striking of the statement has no effect on the determiné 
tion the division reached in the case, the complaint in which was 
dismissed, on a finding that section 13 had not been violated 
by the carrier which was treated as a common carrier by the 
South Carolina commission. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Oklahoma Grain Routing 


Though finding not justified a proposal of rail carriers to 
cancel route and transit privileges, resulting in increased rates 
on grain, grain products, and related articles from origins in 
Oklahoma, via Arkansas City and Winfield, Kan., to Memphis, 
Tenn., and intermediate Arkansas destinations, the Commission, 
by division 2, in a report written by Commissioner Splawn in 
I and S. No. 4872, grain, Oklahoma to Memphis, Tenn., has 
granted fourth section relief to cover the existing situation. 

Schedules proposing the cancelation of a route and transit 
privileges were filed to become effective Feb. 2 and were post- 
poned until Sept. 2 on protest of grain dealers and millers in 
the affected territory. The affected origins are on the Santa Fe 
and the Frisco. 

Under the proposed schedules, the Commission said, Arkan- 
sas City, on the Santa Fe would be unduly prejudiced, and 
surrounding points such as Anthony, Harper, Wellington, Win- 
field, Independence, and Coffeyville would be unduly preferred; 
and Arkansas City and Winfield on the Frisco would be unduly 
prejudiced and Fredonia and Cherryvale would be unduly pre- 
ferred. It ordered cancelation of the proposed schedules on or 
before September 12 and discontinued the proceeding. 

The respondents asked for and obtained fourth section relief 
in exceptions to the proposed report in I. and S. No. 4872. The 
relief accorded provides for the maintenance from points in 
Oklahoma on those portions of the lines of the Santa Fe em- 
braced in I. and S. No. 4872, over its line to Arkansas City, 
Kan., thence the Missouri Pacific to Memphis, Tenn., and inter- 
mediate points in Arkansas, rates not exceeding 34 cents on 
grain. Rates from, to, and between higher rated-intermediate 
points are not to exceed rates constructed on the bases pre- 
scribed or approved in No. 17000, part 7, Grain and Grain Prod- 
ucts, 205 I. C. C. 301, as modified, and in no case exceed the 
lowest combination of rates subject to the interstate commerce 
act. The Commission said its conclusions were without prej- 
udice to any different ones that might be reached on the much 
broader record in No. 27705, Sub. 1, Associated Millers of 
Kansas Wheat, et al. vs. Arkansas Railroad, et al., now pending 
before the Commission. 

The question here, the Commission said, was whether 
Arkansas City on the Santa Fe, and Arkansas City and Winfield 
on the Frisco, should be singled out for treatment different from 
that accorded other southern Kansas points west and east there- 
of. In No. 27705, Sub. 1, it said the broad question of the rela- 
tion of the Kansas and Oklahoma rates, with transit at inter- 
mediate points, was brought in issue. 


Central States Motor Rates 


The Commission, division 5, has issued three separate sup- 

plemental reports in Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor 
carrier rates, namely, the thirty-fourth, thirty-fifth, and thirty- 
sixth, modifying its findings and order in the original report, 
8 M. C. C. 233, and later, prescribing minimum rates, charges, 
classification ratings, rules and regulations for motor common 
carriers between points in central territory. 
_ In the first mentioned report, the Commission acted on peti- 
lions filed by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
and Wisconsin Motor Carriers Association for modification in 
certain respects to meet competitive rates maintained by other 
transportation agencies. It permitted the establishment of 
rates as set forth in an appendix attached to the report (not 
herein reproduced, on agricultural implements and parts; auto- 
mobile parts, iron or steel; paper bags; bandages, etc.; cloth, 
cotton, asphalt, pitch, or tar-coated; cloth and tape; buffing or 
polishing compounds, plaster, patching; containers, sheet iron 
or steel, empty returned; dry goods; electric wiring accessories 
and parts; engines, steam or internal combustion; flour, various 
kinds; furniture; hose; leather; fresh meats; pipe fittings; plas- 
licizers and solvents; scrap metals; wallboard, fiberboard, pulp- 
board and strawboard; wallpaper; and milk, condensed, evapo- 
rated, flaked, and powdered. The rates, to the extent they are 
igher ‘han those previously prescribed, are to be established 
on or before September 30, on one day’s notice, and not earlier 
than August 20 to the extent they are lower than those pre- 
viously prescribed. 

In the second mentioned report, the Commission acted on 


a petition of Mrs. M. K. Osweiler, dba Osweiler Van Service, 
and permitted the establishment of class rates as set forth in 
an appendix attached to the report (not herein reproduced), 
between Dubuque, Ia., and certain Wisconsin points, to the ex- 
tent higher than those previously prescribed, on or before Sep- 
tember 30 on one day’s notice, and to the extent lower than 
those previously prescribed, not earlier than Aug. 25. 

In the last mentioned report, the Commission acted on peti- 
tions filed by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
and prescribed rates, as set forth in an appendix attached to 
the report (not herein reproduced) on all commodities, with 
exceptions, in straight or mixed shipments, truckload minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds, and on ammonia and ammonia com- 
pounds; batteries; boilers, iron or steel, etc.; castings; cloth and 
knit fabrics; coating, ice cream; containers; dairy products; 
fruits and vegetables; furniture and parts; glue stock; hides, 
pelts and skins; hooks and racks, meat; leather; meats, fresh 
or salted, and packing-house products; oils; paper and paper 
articles; rayon staple fiber; rubber goods; stoves; sugar; rub- 
ber tires; building woodwork; and yeast. The rates, to the 
extent they are higher than those previously prescribed, are 
to be established on or before October 10 on one day’s notice, 
and not earlier than August 20 to the extent they are lower 
than those previously prescribed. 

As to the “all commodities” in the last mentioned report, 
the Commission prescribed a rate of 19 cents for application 
between Chicago and Kenosha, Milwaukee and Racine, Wis., 
the declared purpose of which was to meet in part competition 
of certain rail carriers which maintain an all-commodity rate 
of 17 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds. The 19-cent rate was 
approved, subject to certain restrictions. Significant of the 
bureau’s proposals approved was one relating to split delivery 
service, providing for the cancellation of the prescribed rule in 
item No. 1160 of Agent Meyers’ tariff MF-I. C. C. B-158. That 
rule provided that shipments moving between St. Louis and 
Chicago at truckload rates and minimum weights of 15,000 
pounds or more might be delivered to two or more consignees 
within the limits of the same municipality at a charge of 9 
cents a hundred pounds, subject to a minimum charge of 55 
cents on each delivery. Another proposal approved, relating 
to stopping truckload shipments in transit to complete loading 
or to partly unload, provided for the maintenance of a rule on 
traffic between points in Wisconsin, on the one hand, and points 
in Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and West Virginia, on the other. 


Protective Service Contracts 


What is regarded as the first step toward bringing about 
uniformity in charges and accounting for compensation paid by 
railroads for protective service against heat or cold furnished 
by them and express companies has been taken by the Com- 
mission, division 3, in a report in Ex Parte No. 137, contracts 
for protective service. The proceeding was initiated by the 
Commission on account of mandatory authority over contracts 
for protective service performed by or for the account of rail- 
roads or express companies given by the transportation act of 
1940. 

In compliance with an order issued under section 1(14) (b) 
the carriers submitted to the Commission for its consideration 
188 contracts they had for providing for protective service for 
perishable property transported by them. The act becomes 
effective Oct. 1, to which date the Commission was authorized 
to extend the date. 


On consideration of those contracts the Commission in this 
report, approved six of them; made provision for approval, on 
performance of conditions of 85 others; nine were held for 
further consideration before Oct. 1; and 88, relating to the pur- 
chase of ice were held not to be within the scope of the pro- 
ceeding, or not approved for reasons set forth in the report. 
Provision is made for approval of the 85 contracts provided 
the carriers submit immediately terminating supplements, effec- 
tive June 30, 1942, and submit by Jan. 1, 1942, new contracts 
stated on a so-called unit price basis, dated to become effective 
July 1, 1942; that is, a basis in which is set forth the prices 
to be paid for units of service. 

A majority of the contracts filed in the proceeding, the 
report indicated, were for dual services, one service being the 
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furnishing of cars for transportation of freight requiring pro- 
tection against heat or cold, and the furnishing of such service. 
According to the report this proceeding deals only with pro- 
tective services. It suggests that the Commission would like 
to have the new contracts which are to be submitted Jan. 1, 
1942, and effective July 1, 1942, provide for a separation be- 
tween the two services. The furnishing of cars, it points out, 
is dealt with in section 1(14) (a) while this proceeding is under 
paragraph (b) of that section. 

Since the Commission’s decision in No. 17936, Refrigeration 
Charges on Fruits, Vegetables, Berries and Melons from the 
South, 151 I. C. C. 649, and continuing with findings in No. 
20769, Charges for Protective Service to Perishable Freight, 
215 I. C. C. 684, the report indicates that the Commission has 
taken the position the carriers should retain all charges pro- 
vided for in their tariffs; and that uniformity with respect to 
compensation provisions was attainable only by so-called unit 
price contracts, meaning compensation by the unit of service 
rendered by car lines or persons for the account of the car- 
riers. As viewed in the report the unit price basis is designed 
to be applicable only in principle, varying in terms of money 
according to the conditions on the lines of carriers having such 
contracts. The Commission has the power and the duty of 
determining the justness and reasonableness of the prices in 
relation to the service rendered by refrigerator car lines and 
others furnishing protection against heat or cold for the rail- 
roads in connection with the transportation performed by them. 
Of the 186 contracts submitted by the railroads for the consid- 
eration of the Commission, the report said that 108 were be- 
tween the railroads and car-line companies, owned or controlled 
by the railroads, which furnish refrigerator cars. Their com- 
parative size, the report said, was indicated by the recorded 
investment in physical property at the end of 1940. It listed 
the Pacific Fruit Express Co. with an investment of $119,995,741; 
Fruit Growers Express Co., $35,308,906; American Refrigerator 
Transit Co., $29,755,072; Merchants Despatch Transportation 
Corporation, $21,273,329; Western Fruit Express Co., $15,753,- 
500, and Burlington Refrigerator Express Co., $239,858. The 
Western Fruit Express, Burlington Refrigerator Express and 
the Fruit Growers Express companies, the report said, were 
under the same general management. 


Last January, said the report, the Fruit Growers were 
able to establish a so-called unit price form of contract, that 
being one of the outgrowths of the Commission’s decision in 
Charges for Protective Service to Perishable Freight, supra. 
The effect of the unit price contracts appeared to be, said the 
report, that the carriers retained the revenue received from 
the protective service, sometimes referred to as accessorial serv- 
ice, which the shippers paid, but compensated the car-line com- 
panies on an agreed basis for each unit of service performed, 
unit prices being stated in amounts by the car covering the 
expenses incurred (apart from the cost of ice) in each icing, 
in furnishing salt in bunkers, and in inspection, including ad- 
justment of ventilators. There are also prices for furnishing 
ice, heat, etc. Efforts made to change practices criticized in 
the case mentioned, by other companies are also recited. 

The report said that while the Commission was of the opin- 
ion that the form of the Fruit Growers Express Co. contract 
was sound in principle, it was not now sure that it was sound 
in detail. Some of the contracts were disapproved because, as 
the report said, they were too indefinite. 





Sugar to Texas 


“In adhering strictly to the 50 and 33% per cent circuity 
limitations regardless of the long-established practices and con- 
ditions shown to obtain in marketing sugar in the southwest, 
this report goes too far towards placing southwestern carriers 
in a strait jacket.” 

So said Commissioner Splawn in a dissent in fourth section 
application No. 13847, sugar to Texas, embracing fourth sec- 
tion applications Nos. 15581, 16719, and 17048, in which the 
Commission, division 2, on further hearing, denied a petition of 
the applicants, filed July 28, 1939, for partial elimination of cir- 
cuity limitations imposed in connection with authority granted 
pursuant to applications considered in the prior report, 210 
I. C. C. 675, and other applications, to establish and maintain 
rates on sugar, carloads, from points in Colorado and other 
western beet-sugar producing states to destinations in Texas 
and other southwestern states, without observing the long-and- 
short-haul part of the fourth section. 

Applicants sought elimination of the 50 and 33% per cent 
circuity limitations imposed as to traffic over routes through 
Kansas City, Mo., in connection with fourth section orders Nos. 
12040, 12699, and 12954, as amended, as well as No. 10175 
entered in the title proceeding. Applicants desired that the 
sugar traffic be handled generally over routes through that 
point to destinations in Texas at rates the same as those over 
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shorter routes, believing that storage in transit at Kansas City 
would facilitate wider distribution of sugar. Kansas City inter. 
ests urged that the relief sought be granted so that additiona} 
traffic might be attracted to that point for storage. 

The Commission said it did not agree with applicants’ cop. 
tention that because of the circuity limitations, interests stor. 
ing sugar at Kansas City were at an undue disadvantage as 
compared with similar interests storing sugar at points in Okla. 
homa and western Kansas on routes not excluded by the limita. 
tions. The proposed routes, it said, were generally far more 
circuitous than routes within the limitations usually imposed 
in granting fourth section relief and the longer hauls over such 
routes constituted differences in circumstances and conditions 
that were sufficient to warrant differences in rates over such 
routes and over the direct routes. There was no indication, it 
said, that the existing routes did not afford producers of sugar 
at points in Colorado and other western states ample oppor- 
tunity to compete in southwestern markets. The traffic that 
would move over proposed routes by way of Kansas City would 
be diverted from routes operating through other than storage 
points, it said, adding that it believed the limitations imposed 
were “sufficiently liberal.” It pointed to the added cost of trans- 
portation that probably would result, and concluded that the 
maintenance of the longer routes at the lowest established rates 
was not necessary or desirable in the public interest. 

Commissioner Splawn said the rail carriers had shown that 
the rates over the longer routes were reasonably compensatory, 
and in one striking instance there would be quite a saving by 
using the somewhat longer routes. 

“Tt seems to me,” he said, “that it is within our discretion 
to facilitate the free flow of commerce over a more efficient 
route rather than strictly to adhere to some rule which in this 
situation increases expense and inconvenience.” 





Compression Charge Too High 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 28551, Valley Com- 
press Co. et al. vs. Southern Pacific et al., has found unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial a charge of 3.75 cents a hundred 
pounds, in addition to the line-haul rates, for the privilege 
ot compressing or concentrating in transit at Pinedale, Calif, 
cotton originating at gin points in the San Joaquin Valley 
north of Bakersfield, Calif.. moving to San Francisco Bay 
points and Stockton, Calif., for water movement beyond to 
interstate and foreign destinations; and from the same origin 
all-rail or rail-and-Gulf to transcontinental destinations. 

The charge in connection with compression-in-transit rates 
via Pinedale, the Commission said, appeared to be excessive 
and should be adjusted so as to harmonize as nearly as prac- 
ticable with the total charges via four other compress points, 
giving due consideration to distance and other transportation 
conditions, the nature of the adjustment, and effect of the 
present charges on the movement of the traffic by rail. That, 
the Commission said, could be accomplished by adjusting the 
total charges via Pinedale so that they would not exceed 
those via Fresno, Calif., by more than 1 cent a _ hundred 
pounds. Complainants, it added, competed with the compress 
operators at other points and they and the shippers utilizing 
the facilities of the complainants were clearly handicapped 
by the present adjustment. Undue prejudice was found 
against shippers desiring to move their cotton via Pinedale 
and unduly preferential of competing presses at Fresno, Stock- 
ton and San Pedro (Los Angeles Harbor), and at Bakers- 
field (in connection with gin points south of Fresno and Ingle), 
the owners and operators of such compresses and _ shippers 
of cotton via such compresses. The undue prejudice and pref- 
erence were found to be to the extent that the relation be- 
tween the total charges via Pinedale and such other compresses 
was or might be less favorable to Pinedale and more favor- 
able to other compresses than would result from the mainte- 
nance of the basis found reasonable via Pinedale, and the 
present basis via such other points. 

The complainants also sought a reduction in the rate on 
compressed cotton from Pinedale to San Francisco Bay points 
and Stockton for water movement beyond, from 16 cents, 
minimum 47,500 pounds, to 15 cents, minimum 47,500 pounds, 
and 12 cents, minimum 75,000 pounds. ‘The Commission 
found that the 16-cent rate was not unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. The undue prejudice found by the Commission 
is to be removed on or before November 7. 


Pacifie Motor-Water Rates 


Finding unlawful proposed reduced commodity rates I 
less-carload quantities, by motor-water routes between Los An- 
geles and ports on the Columbia River and Puget Sound and 
by rail between Los Angeles and Portland, Ore., and related 
points, the Commission, by division 2, in a report written by 
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Commissioner Alldredge, in I. and S. M-1230, motor-water com- 
modity rates between California nad Oregon-Washington, em- 
pracing I. and S. No. 4841, all freight between California and 
Portland, Ore., and fourth section application No. 18707, com- 
modity rates between Pacific coast ports, has ordered cancella- 
tion of the suspended schedules on or before September 9 and 
discontinued the proceedings. It has also denied the application 
of the railroads, by fourth section order No. 14318, to estab- 
lish and maintain rates on various commodities, less-carloads, 
between Los Angeles, Torrance, Wingfoot, Compton and Gar- 
dena, Calif., and Brooklyn, East Portland and Portland, Ore., 
without observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth 
section. Commissioner Splawn partially concurred. 

The proceedings, according to the report, involved the com- 

titive situation between motor-water, rail and motor carriers, 
and freight forwarders operating between Pacific coast cities. 

The traffic under consideration was from and to the metro- 
politan district of Los Angeles, about 22 miles from the harbor. 
Reductions exceeding 25 per cent in the motor-water rates were 
proposed. The proposed rail rates from Los Angeles to Port- 
land represented reductions of approximately 35 per cent, one 
cent higher than the proposed motor-water rates. 

The Commission found that the proposed rates were un- 
lawful in the following respects: The proposed lower-motor- 
water and rail rates from and to Los Angeles than from and 
to San Francisco bay points were unduly preferential of Los 
Angeles and unduly prejudicial to the bay points; the proposed 
rail rates to Portland were relatively lower than to Seattle, all 
circumstances considered, and were unduly preferential of Port- 
jand and unduly prejudicial to Seattle; and the proposed motor- 
water rates would result in unauthorized departures from sec- 
tion 4 of the interstate commerce act, as amended. 





Iron and Steel Billets to Chicago 


The Commission, by division 2, in fourth section applica- 
tion No. 18583, iron and steel billets to Chicago, Ill., embracing 
fourth section application No. 18584, iron and steel skelp to 
Youngstown, O., by fourth section order No. 14311, has denied 
railroads authority to establish and maintain all-rail carload 
rates of $3.90 a long ton on iron and steel billets from Youngs- 
town, O., to Chicago, Ill., and points within the Chicago switch- 
ing district, and to Gary, Ind., and $4.07 a long ton on iron and 
steel skelp in the reverse direction, without observing the long- 
and-short haul part of the fourth section. Commissioner John- 
son concurred. 

The rates sought to be published were based on a mini- 
mum of 100,000 pounds, were restricted to apply during the 
season of open navigation on the Great Lakes, and were to ex- 
pire December 15, 1941. They would alternate with year-around 
rates of $5.38 and $5.69 a long ton, applicable respectively on 
billets and skelp of all sizes between the same points, subject 
to a 56,000-pound minimum. 

The principal applicants were the Baltimore & Ohio, the 
New York Central, the Pennsylvania and the Erie. The rates 
sought to be published, the report said, reflected the desire of 
the railroads to compete by way of their all-rail routes on 
more even terms than at present prevailed for that traffic, the 
very great proportion of which now moved between Youngs- 
town and Chicago by rail and water through the port of Cleve- 
land, O. The water lines opposed the relief sought. 

__ The report said the proposed rate of $3.90 on billets would 
yield “per car” earnings of $195, car-mile earnings ranging 
from 45.5 to 47.6 cents and ton-mile earnings ranging from 
9.11 to 9.54 cents for distances ranging from 428 to 409 miles, 
respectively, over the four shortest single-line routes of the four 
Mincipal roads named, while the proposed rate of $4.07 on skelp 
would yield “per car” earnings of $203.50, car-mile earnings 
ranging from 47.5 to 49.7 cents and ton-mile earnings ranging 
from 9.52 to 9.95 mills for the distances over the routes of the 
four roads named having the shortest single-line routes from 
Chicago to Youngstown. 

The Commission said it appeared that to obtain approxi- 
mately 65 per cent additional gross revenue the rail carriers 
would have to perform about four times as much service, meas- 
ured in long tons, as that performed on the actual traffic han- 
dled, and that would mean the diversion of all of the traffic 
from the water carriers. That, it said, would be contrary to 
its policy with respect to relief to establish rates which threat- 
eend the extinction of water competition, Transcontinental Cases 
of 1922, 74 I. C. C. 48, 71, as well as in conflict with the gen- 
eral policy of Congress as plainly expressed in the interstate 
commerce act as amended in 1940. 


_ “It may be suggested that applicants should be granted 
relief to establish rates somewhat higher than those proposed,” 
Said the Commission. “According to the evidence, however, 
the establishment by the all-rail lines of rates which reflect 
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any greater difference, all-rail over water-rail, than that pro- 
posed would not attract any additional business to applicants’ 
all-rail routes.” 


Phosphate Rock from Florida 


In a three part proceeding the Commission, by division 2, 
has made an adjustment of rates on phosphate rock from mines 
in the so-called pebble rock district around Bartow in south- 
western Florida to consuming points at and near the north 
Atlantic ports. The proceedings are fourth section application 
No. 18550, phosphate rock from Florida mines to Atlantic ports, 
the title case I. and S. No. 4949, phosphate rock, Florida to 
Norfolk and Wilmington, and No. 28653, Baugh Chemical Co., 
et al. vs. Atlantic Coast Line, et al. 

The Atlantic Coast line and other railroads, in the fourth 
section application asked for relief to establish rates over their 
all-rail routes of $4 a long ton to Wilmington, N. C., $4.20 to 
Norfolk and Newport News, Va., and $4.60 to Richmond, to 
meet competition by way of rail lines to Tampa, Port Tampa 
and South Boca Grande, Fla., and thence water lines. Their 
original proposal was to establish rates about fifty cents a ton 
lower, the figures being based on supposed water line costs. 
But at the original hearing, according to the report, it was 
shown that the water charges were steadily increasing. After 
a proposed report was made on their application the rates were 
revised upward and in temporary fourth section order No. 
14158, new rates were authorized. However, when the sched- 
ules were filed dated to be effective May 7, on protest of inter- 
vening water carriers and the Gulf Barge & Towing Co., they 
were suspended until Dec. 7, 1941, in I. and S. No. 4949. In the 
meantime, said the report, complaint was filed by the Davison 
Chemical Corporation, an intervener in fourth section ap- 
plication No. 18550, the Baugh Chemical Co., Standard Whole- 
sale Phosphate & Acid Works, Inc., and the Fertilizer Manu- 
facturing Cooperative, Inc., manufacturers at Baltimore market- 
ing their products in Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, 
West Virginia and other states in competition with manufac- 
turers at Norfolk, Va. The complainants alleged undue pref- 
erence of the competitors at Norfolk. They asked non- 
prejudicial rates for the future. 

As to the fourth section feature, the Commission, in fourth 
section order No. 14322, authorizes rates not lower than $4 to 
Wilmington, $4.50 to Norfolk and Newport News, and $4.90 to 
Richmond and authority to maintain higher rates at inter- 
mediate points, subject to a circuity limitation of 50 per cent. 

In the investigation and suspension proceeding, the Com- 
mission said that with the exception of the rate to Wilmington 
the rates had not been justified. That finding was without 
prejudice to the filing of new ones as authorized in the fourth 
section order. 

In the complaint case it was alleged, originally, that a rate 
of $7.67 maintained by the applicants in fourth section applica- 
tion No. 18550 to Baltimore was unduly prejudicial to the com- 
plainants and unduly preferential of competitors at Norfolk, 
which then had the benefit of an all-rail rate of $5.32. When 
the rate of $4 was published to Norfolk under the relief afforded 
by temporary fourth section order No. 14158, later suspended, 
the complainants sought a reduced rate and a rate of $6 was 
established, the report said. It is still in effect. The complaint 
was amended by alleging that that rate was unduly prejudicial. 
The Commission found that the rate was unduly prejudicial and 
said it would appear that a differential of 50 cents would be 
proper for the added haul of 145 miles beyond Norfolk to 
Baltimore and it found that that the rate to Baltimore would 
be unduly preferential to the extent it might exceed the Norfolk 
rate by more than 50 cents a ton. 

The suspended schedules are to be canceled not later than 
Sept. 8. In the formal complain case the new rate is to be 
established not later than Nov. 12. 


St. Louis Stockyards Charges 


Evidence presented to it by the complainants and defend- 
ants did not show “with the particularity necessary for a posi- 
tive finding” the facilities that were necessary in the loading 
and unloading operations, nor did it afford a basis for the deter- 
mination of the labor cost by the car assignable to the loading 
and unloading services, and under those circumstances there 
was no basis for a finding that the assailed charges for such 
services had been and were unreasonable, the Commission con- 
cluded in a report in No. 27737, Baltimore & Ohio et al. vs. St. 
Louis National Stockyards Co. and East St. Louis Junction 
a Co. Accordingly, the Commission dismissed the com- 
plaint. 

The findings in the report by the full Commission were 
that the St. Louis National Stockyards Co. had been a common 
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carrier by railroad subject to the interstate commerce act from 
November 10, 1935, to May 31, 1940, in connection with the 
loading and unloading of carload shipments of live stock trans- 
ported by railroad in interstate commerce to and from the pub- 
lic yards of that company, and that charges assessed and col- 
lected by that company from November 10, 1935, to June 1, 
1940, and by East St. Louis Junction Railroad Co. since June 
1, 1940, for the loading and unloading of interstate shipments 
of live stock transported by railroad to and from the public 
stockyards of St. Louis National Stockyards Co. had not been 
shown to have been or to be unreasonable. 

On November 10, 1935, said the report, the St. Louis stock- 
yard company increased its loading and unloading charge from 
$1 a car to $1.25 for a single-deck car and $1.50 for a double- 
deck car. It noted that, since 1920, the carriers had been re- 
quired by law to absorb charges covering such loading and 
unloading services, but that the complainants in the instant 
case had refused to increase their absorptions to correspond 
with the increased charges, and that they alleged that the 
higher charges since November 10, 1935, had been and were 
unjust and unreasonable in violation of section 1, and unlawful 
because improperly published, in violation of section 6. The 
assailed charges, said the Commission, had been assessed since 
June 1, 1940, by East St. Louis Junction Railroad Co., which 
since that date had performed the loading and unloading serv- 
ices, using facilities leased by it from the stockyard company, 
whose president and directors owned all but three of the 5,000 
shares of Junction’s stock. To and including December 31, 
1937, the report added, complainants still owed the stockyard 
company “a substantial amount,” which remained outstanding. 
The Commission cited its finding in Ex Parte 127, Status of 
Public Stock Yard Companies, that the St. Louis National 
Stockyards Co. had not been a common carrier subject to the 
act since June 1, 1940. As to the company’s status from No- 
vember 10, 1935, to May 31, 1940, the Commission cited a find- 
ing by the Supreme Court of the United States in United Stock- 
yard & Transit Co. of Chicago vs. United States, 308 U. S. 213, 
that the Chicago company was a common carrier by railroad 
subject to the provisions of the act, and observed that the activi- 
ties of the St. Louis company in the aforesaid period fell di- 
rectly within the principles established by the Supreme Court 
in the cited decision. 

Complainants contended, the report continued, that they 
were not required to provide facilities for loading or unloading 
live stock, such as the chutes, pens and necessary land, but 
were required only to accomplish the actual services of loading 
and unloading; that only manual labor was contemplated, and 
that the only obligation they were required to assume was to 
provide some common carrier facility like a freight house to 
which shippers might bring their live stock or to which they 
might come to get their live stock after termination of a rail 
haul. They conceded, said the report, that they did not main- 
tain suitable facilities at East St. Louis but said this was be- 
cause there was no demand for them. The Commission held 
the complainants’ position unsound, citing in support of its view 
Covington Stock-Yards Co. vs. Keith, 139 U. S. 128, 133-134, 
and its own decision in Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith Live Stock Com- 
mission Co. vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, 47 I. C. C. 287, 
in which it said that “the duty to unload stock into suitable 
pens includes the duty to provide such facilities . or else 
to hire those owned by others.” 

The report said the values of all the facilities, except the 
land, which the stockyards company claimed should be charged 
against the loading and unloading service had been agreed on 
by the parties, but that there was “considerable conflict” as to 
what particular facilities should be included. After reciting 
the conflicting claims of the litigants, the Commission said, in 
effect, that the evidence was inadequate for a positive deter- 
mination as to how many or which of the facilities listed were 
necessary for the service or as to the labor costs involved. 

Complainants were the Baltimore & Ohio, the Cleveland, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis, the New York, Chicago & St. 
Louis, and the Pennsylvania. 


Prunes from Ida., Wash. and Ore. 


Finding not unreasonable rates and minimum weights on 
fresh prunes, carloads, from southern Idaho, southeastern Wash- 
ington and northeastern Oregon to destinations in the United 
States, as alleged, the Commission, division 2, has dismissed 
the complaints in No. 28394, Public Utilities Commission of 


Idaho et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., embracing No. ” 


28439, Blue Mountain Prune Growers’ Cooperative and Ormond 
R. Bean, as Public Utilities Commissioner of Oregon vs. Same. 
Commissioner Splawn dissented. 

Complainants sought just and reasonable rates for the 
future. The evidence of unreasonableness of the assailed 
rates chiefly relied on by them, the report said, consisted of 
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rate comparisons, principally comparisons with the rates op 
other fruits in various territories for hauls much shorter thay 
those under consideration herein, and the showing as to the 
economic condition of the fresh prune industry. The Commis. 
sion said the showing made by complainants with respect ty 
rates with which comparisons were made was incomplete anj 
inconclusive. It added that it was not indicated that the assaileg 
rates must be reduced to meet the requirements of section 
15 (a) of the interstate commerce act, as amended by the 
transportation act of 1940, providing that in the exercise of the 
Commission’s power to prescribe just and reasonable rates the 
Commission “shall give due consideration, among other factors 
to the effect of rates on the movement of traffic by the carrie; 
or carriers for which the rates are prescribed; to the need, jp 
the public interest, of adequate and efficient transportation 
service at the lowest cost consistent with the furnishing of such 
service; and to the need of revenues sufficient to enable the 
carriers under economical managment to provide such service.” 

Commissioner Splawn said he was unable to agree with 
the finding of the majority for the reason that it failed to give 
sufficient weight to the value of the service involved to the 
growers of those products. Continuing, he said: 


The record shows that during most of the past two decades the 
prices which they have received for their fruit have averaged less than 
one cent per pound, which is less than the cost of its production, at 
least in recent years. The rates to the principal points of consumption, 
where most of the crop must be marketed, range from $1.24 to $1.63 per 
100 pounds. I am persuaded that such rates are unreasonablie, par- 
ticularly in the light of the rates on citrus fruits, maintained by de 
fendants from Pacific Coast origins to the same destinations for dis. 
tances as much as 500 miles greater and which are both actua'ly and 
relatively lower than the rates assailed. 


Ex-Barge Grain Proportionals 


Asserting the record was replete with complexities and 
technicalities, the Commission, by division 2, in I. and S. No. 
4718, grain proportionals ex-barge to official territory, has 
found justified the proposed cancellation of the application of 
reshipping or proportional interstate rail rates on grain, grain 
products, from Chicago and Peoria, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., and 
other related grain rate-break points, to eastern destinations 
when that traffic arrives at the rate-break points by boat or 
barge over the Illinois Waterways on rates not subject to its 
jurisdiction. The order of suspension has been vacated as of 
Aug. 30 and the proceeding discontinued. 

The effect is to make certain that grain moved into Chi- 
cago over the Illinois Waterways will not be legally movable 
to the east over the railroads on the proportional or reshipping 
rates of the railroads. According to the report it has been 
moving illegally on the proportionals. It will hereafter have to 
move out of Chicago and other rate-break markets on the local 
rates unless and until the Commission or the railroads estab- 
lish proportional or reshipping rates. Under what was section 
6(13) (c), now section 16(11) (b), the Commission, the report 
points out, has jurisdiction to prescribe proportional rail rates 
on traffic which has been hauled to a port, or is carried from 
a port by a common carrier by water. 

“This record,” says the report, “is replete with complexi- 
ties and technicalities, and does not contain sufficient informa- 
tion to warrant prescribing proportional rates on traffic arriv- 
ing at the rate-break points in common carrier boats.” 

The report, after a review of the rules of the railroads 
respecting transit and the transit rules of the Chicago Board 
of Trade, said transit houses at the rate-break points as well 
as the railroads handling this ex-barge grain on unfiled rates 
(of the barge lines) could not comply with the transit rules. 
Being unable to comply with those rules, such grain, the report 
said, was not entitled to any transit arrangement, and the move- 
ments in and out of the rate-break markets were separate and 
distinct. Once let it be conceded, said the report, that the 
inbound and outbound movements were separate and distinct, 
the impropriety of applying any rates other than the regularly 
established local rates was obvious. 

“Having determined herein,” says the report, “that ex- 
barge grain moving on unfiled rates is not entitled to transit, 
it must follow that the application of any rates other than the 
regularly established locals was and is illegal. The outstanding 
undercharges should be collected.” 


The question as to the applicability of the proportionals on 
ex-barge grain was raised by the filing of schedules dated 10 
be effective October 15, 1939, and later days, proposing to cal 
cel the application of the proportional rail rates on grain, grail 
products and grain by-products, with a view to excluding from 
the benefit of the proportionals corn hauled over the Illinois 
Waterways from the territory south and southwest of Chicag® 
and destined to central, trunk line and New England teri 
tories, including a portion of eastern Canada. The proportionals 
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had, up to that time, been applied on domestic as well as ex- 
rt traffic when such traffic arrived at the reshipping or pro- 
rtional rate points by boat or barge over the Illinois Water- 

ways on rates not subject to the interstate commerce act. 


As to why the railroads allowed the application of the 
roportionals on such traffic, the report said the evidence 
showed that in the past, for the sake of obtaining the traffic, 
respondent railroads had applied certain provisions of their 
schedules and overlooked other provisions, and that the prot- 
testants, in their interpretation of the schedules, emphasized 
favorable and brushed aside unfavorable provisions. Continu- 
ing, the report said: 


Practices of this character are indefensible. Where there is no 
ambiguity in the words of the tariff there is no room for construc- 
tion. . . . Shippers are bound by the words employed in a tariff and 
are not at liberty to conjure up conditions to raise doubts in order that 
resort may be had to a contrary construction. . . . To now conclude 
that the suspended schedules should be found not justified would, in 
effect, be recognizing a common arrangement between the barge lines 
and the rail carriers for a continuous through route, despite the fact 
that the evidence definitely shows none exists. A common arrange- 
ment cannot be inferred; Proportional Grain Between Federal Barge 
Line Ports, 225 I. C. C. 62, 69, citing United States vs. Munson S. S. 
Line, 283 U. S. 43. 


The application of proportional rates here in issue on ex- 
barge grain, says the report, has already broken down a por- 
tion of the Illinois grain-rate structure to Chicago, and an im- 
minent breakdown of the grain-rate structure east of Chicago is 
also indicated by the evidence. Tariffs on file with the Com- 
mission, continues the report, show that in the pendency of 
this proceeding the rates on corn have been substantially re- 
duced within Indiana as well as from Indiana to Chicago and 
to certain stations in Ohio. 


The Commission said it concluded that the proportional 
rates here in issue had never been applicable on this barge 
traffic moving on unfiled rates and found that the schedules 
under suspension were not shown to be unlawful. 


Investment in the Illinois Waterways was estimated in the 
report at $60,000,000. According to the report, those interested 
in the waterway feared that the proposal of the railroads would 
be in derogation of that investment and would seriously curtail 
the further development of the waterway. But, said the re- 
port, most of the grain transported over the waterways to 
Chicago moved out of that point by lake rather than by rail. 
The Commission found the transportation by barge was largely 
a contract or private operation. 


The Federal Barge Line, operated by the national govern- 
ment, was one of the protestants, as was also the Mississippi 
Valley Association. The latter, according to the report, main- 
tained that ex-barge grain should have the benefit of reason- 
able proportional rates over rail routes east of the rate-break 
points. Its witness was quoted in the report as stating that 
the association took the position that growers of grain so lo- 
cated that barge transportation was not available to them 
nevertheless were profiting as a result of the lower cost on the 
Illinois Waterways because (1) the farmer moving his grain 
by water out of the Illinois valley received a higher price for 
his grain; (2) such grain had outlets at Chicago, New Orleans, 
or the Pacific Coast, and as a result, broader markets at higher 
prices were found than if the waterway did not exist; and (3) 
the remaining grain that could not use the waterway but had 
to be shipped by rail had just that much less grain to compete 
against, and because of that it was argued that the farmer 
away from the waterway was able to obtain a higher price. 
As to that the report says: 


_ The instant record supports the first point, but there is no show- 
Ing here that the New Orleans or Pacific coast price of grain is any 
different or higher than the Chicago price, and as to the third point 
the evidence shows that all grain purchased in this market is either 
sold on the f. o. b. or c. i. f. Chicago market price. 


_.On this subject, says the report, but more particularly 
with respect to corn, grain interests at Decatur, Ill., and In- 
dianapolis, Ind., point out that because of the low barge rates 
into Chicago they have been unable to buy corn in the Illinois 
Valley. As a result, it adds, they have been forced to come 
Into the Chicago market for their corn, instead of buying direct, 
thus imposing on such grain the incidental charges accruing 
in the Chicago market. It added that the Department of Agri- 
culture, the Attorney General of Illinois and the Illinois Com- 
merce Commission, although represented at the hearing, took 
ho active part in the proceeding. 

The report says that statistics in the record show that a 
Considerable quantity of grain in the Chicago market is trucked 
= _Such grain, it adds, is not and has never been accepted for 

gistration nor accorded transit, and, therefore, has not been 
able to engage the proportional rates here in issue, the result 
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being that it has been consumed locally or has been moved 
out by lake. 


Collection of Undercharges 


It is the view of W. H. Bonneville, director of the Commis- 
sion’s Bureau of Inquiry, the bureau that provides testimony 
on which grand juries base indictments alleging violations of 
the Elkins act and other parts of the law administered by the 
Commission making rebates and concessions unlawful, that the 
findings and order in I. and S. No. 4718 constitute a formal 
finding that the carriers have been guilty of undercharging on 
shipments of ex-barge grain and that they must collect the 
undercharges. That means, of course, that shippers must pay. 
Either failure to collect, by suits at law if necessary, or failure 
to pay means a running of the risk of being indicted and sub- 
ject to penalties. 

Under the Elkins anti-rebate act the minimum fine is $1,000 
and the maximum is $20,000. In addition to that persons found 
guilty, in case of indictments, may be imprisoned. 

The men who handle the criminal phases of the Commis- 
sion’s work think the language of the Commission that “the 
outstanding undercharges should be collected,” is as clear as 
it could be. They make the point that the finding that the 
improper rates, namely, the reshipping or proportional rates, 
were collected, is sufficient to warn the railroads that they must 
collect the proper rates by obtaining additional money from 
the shippers and to the shippers that they must provide the 
additional money if they wish to avoid the penalties of the 
law. They think the railroad and shipper lawyers know the 
law well enough to know that it was not really necessary for 
the Commission to say “the outstanding undercharges should 
be collected.” 


The fact that there may be hardships on shippers by reason 
of the carriers’ being required to collect undercharges is ap- 
preciated by the law enforcement officers of the Commission. 
They know that, in many instances, railroads have done every- 
thing possible to avoid the duty of bringing suit for the collec- 
tion of undercharges. But unless they make an effort to collect 
undercharges the Commission men deem it necessary to call 
attention of grand juries to such failures. 


They point out that unless those who have shipped at less 
than the legal rate are required to pay undercharges they will 
have an advantage over other shippers who have been required 
to pay the legal rate or rates, from or to competitive markets. 
They can see no difference arising out of the fact that a finding 
that less than the legal rate has been made in an investigation 
and suspension case rather than in a formal complaint case. 


According to the memory of examiners and others who 
worked on the report in I. and S. No. 4718, there is nothing 
in the record tending to show how much ex-barge grain was 
shipped out of Chicago or any other rate-break point on the 
reshipping or proportional rates. Some idea as to the amount 
may be obtained by those very familiar with grain markets 


- from the fact, shown in the report, that in 1937 the barges 


carried into Chicago 13,206,000 bushels of corn, of which 
13,094,962 bushels were carried by the Allied Barge Corpora- 
tion, John I. Hay Co., Myers Transportation Co., Lawrence 
Transportation Co., A. L. Mechling Barge Line and Waterways 
Transportation, Inc. 


The fact that shippers had sold the grain in good faith on the 
basis of the charges assessed, it is believed, would have no bear- 
ing on the question of the legality or illegality of the rates col- 
lected. It might, in case of a trial before a jury, have some 
influence with the jurymen, in view of the fact that the Elkins 
act penalties are large. 


Apprehension in Chicago 


That part of the Commission’s decision in which it said the 
railroads should collect undercharges was the cause of specula- 
tion in Chicago among attorneys for eastern railroads and Chi- 
cago grain dealers, and of apprehension on the part of the 
latter. If the underchanges are to be collected, it was pointed 
out, a heavy burden would be put on the shippers of grain out 
of Chicago. These shippers, according to J. S. Brown, manager 
of the transportation department, Chicago Board of Trade, 
obtained title to the grain at elevators in the city and sold it 
to eastern consignees, usually on the basis of the proportional 
rate the Commission has declared illegal. Thus, they did not 
profit by the application of those rates zut, apparently, would 
now be called on to pay to the railroads the difference between 
those rates an dthe locals. 


Those differences, he said, were considerable. On grain 
moving out of Chicago to Detroit, for instance, the difference 
between the local and the proportional is 1% cents; to Colum- 
bus, 4% cents, and to Buffalo and the territory east thereof, 
8% cents. The undercharges on a car of 100,000 pounds from 
Chicago to one of those eastern destinations would thus figure 








386 


out at $85. Railroad attorneys pointed out that, under the law, 
the limit of time for the collection of undercharges was two 
years. At that, however, the total to be collected, assuming 
the Commission’s instructions to be mandatory, would amount 
to several hundred thousand dollars, according to some esti- 
mates. 

Shippers, apparently, will not be willing to pay the under- 
charges on the mere rendering of bills for them. There seemed 
to be agreement among them and the railroad lawyers that the 
collection of them, if it was to be accomplished at all, would 
have to come about through court proceedings. Such proceed- 
ings would take place under unusual circumstances in which 
the suing railroad would be an unwilling party in court. 

Failure on the part of the railroads to collect, or at least 
to attempt to collect, the undercharges in court proceedings, 
however, it was pointed out by G. F. Dyche, commerce counsel 
for the Pennsylvania Railroad, might result in the Department 
of Justice proceeding against the railroads under the law for 
failure to collect undercharges. 

All of that, however, was contingent on whether or not the 
language in the Commission’s order was mandatory. The Com- 
mission used strong language in condemning the practices it 
declared illegal, asserting, among other things, that they were 
“indefensible.” On the other hand, its instruction to the rail- 
roads was in comparatively mild language. It said, merely, 
“The outstanding undercharges should be collected.” 


It was considered certain that the Commission would be 
asked to reopen the case on the question of the illegality of 
the past practice and the undercharges. The least the Com- 
mission could do for the shippers involved, it was pointed out, 
was to reconsider the matter by the whole of its membership, 
the decision having been made only by Division 2, and that not 
without dissent. 


Lawyers and others with long experience before the Com- 
mission agreed on one point: As far as their memories went, 
this was the first instance in which the Commission, in an I. 
and S. case, had gone back to consider and condemn rates and 
practices beyond the matter contained in the suspended tariffs, 
and to assess undercharges on the basis of rates and practices 
in effect for many years that had only come to its attention 
through the suspension of canceling schedules. 


Shippers’ Statement 


One group of shippers, including the Continental Grain 
Company, Cargill Grain Company, Norris Grain Company, 
Rosenbaum Brothers, Stratton Grain Company, Bacon Grain 
Company and the Santa Fe Elevator Corporation, issued a joint 
statement in which they said that the Commission’s decision 
“overlooked many fundamentals,” on the one hand, and “over- 
emphasized the importance of minor considerations,” on the 
other. They contended that the tariffs under which barge 
grain had been shipped to the east under rail proportionals 
had been revised in 1935 specifically to remove any doubt as 
to the application of those rates on the barge grain. Shippers 
had been accepting the proportionals, they said, ‘“‘on the advice 
of the railroads themselves, carrier agents, the Central Weigh- 
ing and Inspection Bureau, as well as the transportation de- 
partment of the Chicago Board of Trade.” The use of the pro- 
portionals, they contended, constituted a “common contract be- 
tween the shipper and the railroads.” There was and is “no 
disagreement between the contracting parties as to the eligi- 
bility of the rate application.” Their position, the shippers 
say, agrees with that set forth in Commissioner Alldredge’s 
dissent. They intend, they say, to “institute such proceedings 
as will be necessary to protect their interests.” 


Commission Reports 
Coal to O., and Ind. 


Fourth section application No. 18690, coal to Ohio and 
Indiana. By division 2. Authority granted by F. S. O. 14324 
to establish and maintain, subject to conditions, rates, coal and 
coal briquettes, Inner and Outer Crescent districts, Radford dis- 
trict and related groups to points in Ohio and Indiana, as to 
which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 14063, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Coal to Western N. Y. 


Fourth section application No. 18309, coal to points in 
western New York. By division 2. Authority granted by 
F. S. O. 14315 to continue and to establish and maintain, sub- 
ject to conditions, rates, bituminous or cannel coal, and bitumi- 
nous coal briquettes, over routes embracing the B. & O. from 
mines on the Monongahela in western Pennsylvania to points 
in the Buffalo, Rochester and Salamanca, N. Y., groups, and 
other points in western New York, as to which temporary relief 
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was given by F. S. O. 13791, without observing the long-ang. 
short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Naphtha and Distillate 


Fourth section application No. 18588, naphtha and naphtha 
distillate to Mobile, Ala. By division 2. Authority granteq 
by F. S. O. 14316 to establish and maintain, subject to congj. 
tions, a rate no lower than 21 cents on naphtha and naphtha 
distillate, in tank-car loads, Baton Rouge, North Baton Rouge 
and Norco, La., to Mobile, Ala., as to which temporary relief 
was given by F. S. O. 13946, without observing the long-and. 
short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Pulpboard 


Fourth section application No. 17729, pulpboard from 
southern ports to eastern ports, embracing fourth section ap. 
plication No. 18933. Supplemental. By division 2. Relief from 
the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section in rates on 
pulpboard from south Atlantic and Gulf ports to eastern ports 
authorized in 238 I. C. C. 67, modified to provide for the 
same measure of relief from Georgetown, S. C., to Paterson, 
N. J., by supplement F. S. O. 13776. Temporary relief was 
given by F. S. O. 14168. 


Clothespins 


I. and S. No. 4945, clothespins, Vermont to Boston, Mass. 
By division 3. Proposal of the Central Vermont Railway, Inc. 
the St. Johnsbury & Lake Champlain, and certain connecting 
rail lines, to meet motor competition, to reduce from 52 to 45 
cents rates on clothespins, minimum 15,000 pounds, Montpelier 
and Waterbury, Vt., to Boston, Mass., justified. Schedules 
were filed to become effective May 1 and were suspended until 
Dec. 1 on protest of the New England Motor Rate Bureau, 
Inc. The order of suspension has been vacated as of Aug. 28 
and proceeding discontinued. 


Crushed Stone 


Fourth section application No. 18995, fourth section appli- 
cation No. 18995, crushed stone to Kingsbury, Ind. By division 
2. Authority granted by F. S. O. 14327 to establish and main- 
tain, subject to conditions, rates not lower than 99 cents a net 
ton on crushed stone, carloads, Chicago and Joliet, IIl., to 
Kingsbury (Dillon), Ind., without observing the long-and-short- 
haul part of the fourth section, as to which temporary relief 
was given by F. S. O. 14179. 


Asphalt Rock and Stone 


Fourth section application No. 18800, asphalt rock from 
Oklahoma and Texas to Mississippi. By division 2. Authority 
granted by F. S. O. 14325 to establish and maintain, subject 
to conditions, rates, asphalt rock and stone, producing points 
in Oklahoma and Texas to destinations in Mississippi, as to 
which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 14079, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Gypsum Blocks and Tile 


Fourth section application No. 18152, gypsum blocks and 
tile in the south. By division 2. Authority granted by F. S. 0. 
14323 to establish and maintain, subject to conditions, rates, 
gypsum blocks and tile, in straight or mixed carloads, Plas- 
terco and Saltville, Va., Savannah and Port Wentworth, Ga. 
and Jacksonville, Fla., to points in southern territory, as to 
which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 13699, as sup- 
plemented, without observing the long-and-short-haul part of 
the fourth section. 


Salt Cake 


Fourth section application No. 18833, salt cake to Bruns- 
wick, Ga. By division 2. Authority granted by S. S. O. 14317 
to establish and maintain, subject to conditions, a rate not less 
than 25 cents on salt cake (crude sulphate of soda), minimum 
80,000 pounds, Deep Run Spur, Va., to Brunswick, Ga., as t0 
which temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 14153, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of fourth section. 


Flavoring Syrup 


I. and S. M-1592, flavoring syrup, New York, N. Y., to 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota and Wisconsin. By 
division 3. Proposal of motor common carriers, parties to tar! 
of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., to establish new 
commodity rates on flavoring syrup, minimum 1,000 pounds, 
from New York, N. Y., to points in the Dakotas, Minnesota an 
Wisconsin, not unlawful. Order of suspension vacated and 
proceeding discontinued. Schedules were filed to become effec- 
tive May 7, 1941, but were suspended until Dec. 7 on protest 
of western trunk line rail carriers. Typical of the proposed 
rates are $1.43 to Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn., $1.85 to Grand 
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Forks, N. D., $1.58 to Sioux Falls, S. D., and $1.24 to Wisconsin 
Rapids, is. : 
Steel Containers 

I. and S. M-1360, new steel containers, Philadelphia to 
Maryland and New Jersey. By division 3. Proposal of the 
United Motor Delivery, of Philadelphia, Pa., a motor contract 
carrier, to establish an initial minimum rate of $22.50 on new 
steel containers, truckloads, not exceeding 60 gallons in capac- 
ity, Philadelphia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., and Jersey City, New- 
ark, Carteret, Bayonne, Edgewater, Lyndhurst and Belleville, 
N. J., unlawful. Suspended schedules ordered canceled on or 
before Sept. 15, and proceeding discontinued without prejudice 
to the filing of new schedules containing the actual minimum 
rates respondent intends to maintain and charge. The sched- 
ules, the Commission said, should also specify definitely the 
articles on which the minimum rates are intended to apply. 
Schedules were filed to become effective November 26, 1940, 
but, on protest of trunk line railroads, were suspended until 
June 26, 1941, when they became effective. 


Canned Goods 


I. and S. M-1294, canned goods, Colorado to Amarillo and 
Lubbock, Tex. By division 3. Proposal of motor common car- 
riers to establish rates on canned goods, Manzanola, Colo., to 
Amarillo, Tex., of 48 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, and from 
Denver, Colo., to Lubbock, Tex., of 85 cents, minimum 10,000 
pounds; and on canned goods, animal food in cans, and non- 
inflammable cleaning or bleaching compounds from points in 
Colorado to Amarillo, of 55 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, not 
justified. Schedules filed to become effective October 17, 1940, 
suspended until May 17, 1941, on protest of southwestern rail 
carriers, and voluntarily postponed until August 15, ordered 
canceled on or before Sept. 15 and proceedirig discontinued. 


Farm Machinery 


I. and S. M-1237, George Taubert, farm machinery to Hol- 
land, Minn. By division 3. Proposed any-quantity commodity 
rates of 28 cents from Sioux Falls, S. D., and 41 cents from 
Sioux City, Ia., to Holland, and points within a 15-mile radius, 
on farm machinery, filed to become effective Sept. 5 and sus- 
pended until June 2 on protest of the Great Northern, when 
they became effective, justified and proceeding discontinued. 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC 48521, C & E Motor Transportation Co., Inc., Boston, 
Mass., common carrier application, embracing MC 48962, Same, 
contract carrier application. By division 5. Authority granted 
in MC 48521 for continuance of operation as common carrier 
of household goods between points in Mass., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ala., Conn., Me., Del., Fla., Ga., 
Ill, Ind., Ky., Md., Mich., Mo., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., O., 
re. BR. 1., S. C.,, Tenn. Vt., Va., W. Va., Wis. and D. C. over 
irregular routes. Authority granted in MC 48692 for continu- 
ance of operation as contract carrier of merchandise dealt in 
by wholesale, retail and chain grocery and food business houses, 
and equipment, etc., used in conduct of such business, between 
all points in Mass. and R. I., over irregular routes. Dual opera- 
tions found consistent with public interest and national trans- 
portation policy. 

*MC 83338, Sub. No. 2, Warren Mahnensmith and Gerald 
Mahnensmith, Ossian, Ind., contract carrier extension. By divi- 
sion 5. Denied. Specified commodities from Chicago, IIl., to 
specified Indiana points, over irregular routes. 

*MC 44128, Sub. No. 4, The Transport Corporation of Vir- 
ginia, Blackstone, Va., common carrier extension. By division 
2. Granted as to unmanufactured tobacco from points in speci- 
fied Maryland area to Richmond, Va., and empty containers in 
reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

*MC 38183, Sub. No. 2, Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo, common carrier extension, embracing MC 35334, Sub. No. 
13, Cooper-Jarrett, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., common carrier ex- 
tension. By division 5. Granted, in MC 38183, Sub. No. 2, as 
lo general commodities, with exceptions, over regular routes be- 
tween junction U. S. highway 40 and Missouri highway 7 and 

e City, Mo., and between Kansas City and Lake City, with 
service on the latter route at intermediate and off-route points 
within two miles of Lake City; and, in MC 35334, Sub. No. 13, 
a to general commodities, with exceptions, over regular route 

etween Kansas City and Lake City, with service at interme- 
late and off-route points within two miles of Lake City. 

MC 33556, James A. Stevenson Co., Long Island City, N. Y., 
‘ommon carrier application. By division 5. Granted, for con- 
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tinuance of operation, heavy machinery, contractors’ equipment, 
contractors’ tools and supplies, structural steel, plumbing sup- 
plies and hardware, over irregular routes, between points in 
New York City commercial zone, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Wilmington, Del., Baltimore, Md., points in N. J., Conn., 
Mass., R. I., and D. C., and points in specified areas of Pa. and 
N. Y. Commissioner Patterson, dissenting, said it appeared that 
the majority’s grant of authority in respect of Mass., R. I., D. C., 
Baltimore and Wilmington was based wholly on “the self-serv- 
ing testimony” of applicant’s secretary. Commissioner Patter- 
son said it was his opinion that such testimony, unsupported, 
was not sufficient to warrant “such a broad grant of authority.” 

MC 89177, Sub. 5, William Ray Maxwell, Tallahassee, Fla., 
extension—Panama City, embracing Sub. 2, Same, extension— 
Americus, Sub. 3, Same, extension—Tallahassee, and Sub. 4, 
Same, extension—Apalachicola. By division 5. Certificate 
granted as to general commodities, with exceptions, restricted 
to traffic which receives, in addition to transportation by appli- 
cant, a prior or subsequent movement by barge line, between 
Panama City, Fla., on the one hand, and points in Fla., and 
Ga., on the other. Holding of a certificate and of a permit 
previously granted, the Commission said, would be consistent 
with the public interest and the national transportation policy. 
Practically all the traffic transported by applicant as a com- 
mon carrier, the report said, had been received from or de- 
livered to, the Coast Transportation Co., a barge line, at 
Apalachicola, which barge line operates between New Orleans 
and Apalachicola. Commissioners Lee and Patterson partially 
concurred. 

MC 32122, Sub. No. 1, Harry Pazen, Oshkosh, Wis., com- 
mon carrier extension. By division 5. Granted, as to fresh 
meats and packinghouse products, from Oshkosh to Fond du 
Lac and Green Bay, Wis., over U. S. highway 41, serving all 
intermediate and designated off-route points. 

*MC 61935, Sub. No. 3, Fred Wulf Jones, Harrison, Ark., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. Granted, as to gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, serving Camp Joseph T. Rob- 
inson, Ark., as an off-route point in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized regular route operations. 

*MC 101476, K. H. Thiel, Beloit, Kan., contract carrier ap- 
plication. By division 5. Granted, as to (1) salt from Lyons, 
Kan., to points in Iowa and designated part of Colorado, and 
(2) fruits and vegetables froni specified points or areas in Ne- 
braska and Colorado to Beloit, Kan., over irregular routes. 

MC 100974, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., Chicago, III., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Authority granted 
as to passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, over a specified 
route between Bureau and Peoria, Ill. Commissioner Patterson 
dissented. 


MC 72257, J. V. Braswell, Dallas, Tex., common carrier ap- 
plication. By division 5. Certificate granted as to general 
commodities, with exceptions, between Dallas and El Paso, 
Tex., and between San Antonio and Van Horn, Tex. The Com- 
mission denied authority under the grandfather clauses to op- 
erate aS a common or contract carrier of property between 
certain points in Texas, over specified routes. Commissioner 
Lee concurred in the result. 


*MC 42325, Sub. 3, W. G. Stovall, Memphis, Tenn., exten- 
sion—Birmingham. By division 5. Certificate granted as to 
general commodities, with exceptions, between Greenwood and 
Eupora, Miss., between Tupelo and Mayhew, Miss., and be- 
tween Starkville, Miss., and Vernon, Ala. 


Confluence Abandonment 


By a 7 to 3 decision, Commissioner Aitchison not partici- 
pating, the Commission in a report on reargument in Finance 
No. 12742, Confluence & Oakland Railroad Co. et al. abandon- 
ment, has affirmed findings of division 4 in the prior report, 
244 I. C. C. 451, that the present and future public convenience 
and necessity permit abandonment by the Confluence & Oak- 
land of a line extending 19.79 miles from Confluence & Oakland 
Junction, Pa., south to Kendall, Md., and abandonment of opera- 
tion thereof by the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., lessee (see 
Traffic World, July 12, p. 70). 


The case was brought before the full Commission for re- 
argument and reconsideration on petition of the McCullough 
Coal Corporation and the Public Service Commission of Mary- 
land, protestants. Abandonment was sought because of the pro- 
posed construction by the War Department of an impounding 
dam in the Youghiogheny river valley which, when completed, 
would inundate about 12 miles of the part of the line proposed 
to be abandoned. The coal corporation protested because, 
although its coal mine properties were situated above high- 
water mark, interruption of line operations would deprive it of 
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a rail outlet, and it contended that truck transportation in lieu 
of rail service would not be feasible. 

In the report, in which Chairman Eastman, joined by Com- 
missioners Rogers and Patterson, wrote a dissenting opinion, 
the majority said the War Department proposed no reimburse- 
ment for the coal mining company because the department re- 
garded damage to the company as “indirect or speculative,” 
and that the department, instead of relocating the line at a 
cost which it and applicant estimated at $2,000,000 to $2,500,000, 
held an option to buy the portion of the line actually required 
for reservoir purposes for $306,000, exercise of the option being 
conditioned on the grant of authority by the Commission. The 
coal company, the report noted, estimated the cost of relocat- 
ing the line at not more than $800,000. 

“We are not unmindful,” said the majority, “of the plight 
in which the coal company will be, when service on the line is 
terminated, but similar cases in varying degrees are to be found 
in most contested abandonment cases. It is unfortunate that 
the law as construed by the War Department will not permit 
compensation being paid for the loss of the coal company’s 
business that is certain to follow unless the line is restored at 
another location. Our duty, however, lies not in determining 
the property rights of shippers who happen to be discommoded 
or forced out of business, but as stated in the previous report, 
to weigh the present and prospective need for the line and the 
benefits accruing to the public therefrom, against the burdens, 
present or prospective, that might be imposed upon interstate 


commerce. From a consideration of the entire record ... we 
find that the present and future public convenience and neces- 
sity permit abandonment of the line. . . .” 


Chairman Eastman, in his dissenting opinion, said: 


We have here a line of railroad which, it is conceded, has been 
operated at a profit in the past, and there is nothing of record to in- 
dicate that it cannot continue to be operated at a profit, if allowed to 
remain where it now is. ... 

It is clear that authority from us to abandon the line is not a 
prerequisite to the building of the dam. It will be built, whether or 
not we grant such authority. The only difference is that if we grant, 
it will not be necessary for the government to exercise the power of 
eminent domain, whereas, if we do not grant, it will be necessary to 
invoke that power... . 

If the government should pursue its statutory remedy and take 
a large part of this line by right of eminent domain, it would then 
be our duty to determine whether the present or future pubiie con- 
venience and necessity require its reconstruction, at possibly great 
expense, upon a new location; but that question is not before us now. 
It is quite possible that in that event another way of settling the 
matter with justice to all concerned would or could be found. R 
It should be possible, by the aid of further legislation if necessary, to 
arrive at a reasonable settlement with the owners of the mine... . 
and certainly justice demands that they be compensated for the loss 
which they will suffer on abandonment of a railroad which they have 
enabled ... . to operate at a profit. 


Rock Island Reorganization 


The Commission has modified its plan for the reorganiza- 
tion of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific in Finance No. 
10028, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. reorganiza- 
tion, increasing the new capitalization to $368,127,410, including 
no par common stock as $100 a share. 

That, says a summary issued by the Commission, results 
from an increase of $20,000,000 in contingent interest bonds 
and payments made or to be made, prior to Jan. 1, 1942, of 
outstanding obligations. The effective date of the plan has been 
advanced to January 1, 1942. Continuing, the Commission’s 
summary, exclusive of a section devoted to distribution of new 
securities, says: 


The former report has been modified to decide the question of 
public interest involved in the possible acquisition of the Rial (Rock 
Island, Arkansas & Louisiana) properties by the Louisiana & Arkansas. 
Specifically, the modifications provide (1) that the acquisition of the 
Rial by the Louisiana & Arkansas would not be in the public interest, 
(2) that the Rial bondholders’ committee plan of reorganization based 
upon the Louisiana & Arkansas’ offer for the properties should be 
rejected, and (3) that the Rial properties should be included in the 
reorganized Rock Island System. 

The provision in the plan which would give the holders of the 
$3,524,000 of Choctaw & Memphis first mortgage 5 per cent bonds, with 
unpaid accrued interest thereon of $1,233,400 to January 1, 1941, 
$4,757,400 of new first mortgage bonds of the reorganized company, 
is modified, on account of the earnings record of the property, to 
provide (1) that the Choctaw & Memphis first mortgage, dated January 
2, 1899, and the $3,524,000 of bonds issued thereunder shall be as- 
sumed by the reorganized company, (2) the bonds shall remain 
outstanding with the maturity date extended 20 years and the interest 
rate thereon reduced to 4 per cent, and (3) that for the $1,409,600 of 
unpaid interest accrued on these bonds to January 1, 1942, the holders 
shall receive an equal face amount of new first-mortgage 4 per cent 
bonds of the reorganized company. 

The treatment of the bonds of this company is modified by credit- 
ing them with the entire earnings of the Choctaw & Memphis in excess 
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of the latter’s interest requirements, instead of merely the excess over 
1% times interest requirements. 

The treatment of this creditor has been modified in various respects 
the most important of which is the issue to it of a new 10-year eo). 
laterally secured note for $2,500,000 in recognition of various items of 
miscellaneous collateral. 

The plan has been modified by elimination of the provision for 
appointment of one of the five reorganization managers by the trustee 
under the indenture under which the Rock Island’s 30-year ¢op. 
vertible bonds were issued, and by substitution of a provision under 
which one of the five reorganization managers would be appointeg 
jointly by the trustees for the Rock TSiand general mortgage, the Rock 
Island first and refunding mortgage, and the Rock Island secured 4\, 
per cent bonds. The plan also has been modified to permit the trustee 
under the Rock Island 30-year convertible bond indenture and the 
committee representing the holders of Burlington, Cedar Rapids @ 
Northern Railway Co. consolidated first mortgage 5 per cent bonds to 
participate with other groups in appointing the fifth reorganization 
manager. 

The plan has been modified to permit, with the approval of the 
court, the use of funds which, in the judgment of the reorganization 
managers are available among the assets of the debtor’s estate or 
of the reorganized company and are not necessary for working capital 
requirements of the new company or to pay any of the obligations 
under the plan, to pay the portion of the purchase price of property 
acquired at foreclosure sale under the plan, payable in cash. 

On our own motion, the plan has been amended to provide that 
as a condition of our approval of the conveyance of the properties of 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf Railway Co. to the reorganized com. 
pany, we shall require a fair and equitable arrangement to protect the 
interests of the railroad employes affected. 

In addition to the modifications, certain provisions of the approved 
plan have been modified to meet technical objections with respect to 
their workability; also certain provisions thereof have been clarified 
in certain minor respects. 


Chairman Eastman, in a separate expression, said he con- 
curred in general, subject to doubts with respect to the method, 
if method it could be called. But he said he did not agree 
with a finding that the public interest demanded that the Rial 
properties be included in the reorganized Rock Island system, 
nor in the finding that their acquisition by the Louisiana & 
Arkansas would not be in the public interest. 

Calling attention to a former concurring expression on that 
point, he said it was clear that the public interest would be 
served certainly as well, and probably better, if the Rial prop- 
erties were acquired by the Louisiana & Arkansas, instead of 
being incorporated in the Rock Island system. In all the cir- 
cumstances, and in justice, the chairman added, the Rial bond- 
holders were entitled to obtain the best price for the properties 
that either the Louisiana & Arkansas or the Rock Island was 
willing to pay, and they should not be deprived by the reorgani- 
zation plan and the findings of the Commission of that equitable 
opportunity. 


G. N. ABANDONMENT 


Finding that the so-called High Line of the Great Northern 
in Ferry county, Wash., extending from survey station 60 plus 
00, west of Republic, to the end of the line at Knob Hill, ap- 
proximately 4.53 miles, was an industrial track within the 
meaning of section 1 (22) of the interstate commerce act and 
that it was without jurisdiction to authorize its abandonment, 
the Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 13088, Great 
Northern Railway Co., abandonment, has dismissed that road’s 
application for abandonment. The line involved, the report 
said, was similar in some respects to the line under considera- 
tion in United States vs. State of Idaho, 298 U. S. 105. 


D. T. & |. ABANDONMENT 


In the light of its findings that traffic on the branch had 
been diminishing since 1935 with operating losses averaging 
about $700 annually, that in the absence of any industries 
other than farming the outlook for improvement was not en- 
couraging, and that substantial sums must be expended if 
operations were to continue with safety, the Commission, by 
division 4, in a report in Finance No. 13053, Detroit, Toledo & 
Ironton Railroad Co. abandonment, has authorized abandon- 
ment by the Detroit, Toledo & Ironton of a branch line éx- 
oe from Jeffersonville, O., to Sedalia, O., approximately 

miles. 


Joint Motor Rate Inquiry 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-4, embracing also 
I. and S. M-132, rates of Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., has 
discontinued the investigation part of the latter proceeding, 
initiated on its own motion, into joint motor class rates from 
and to points on the lines of the Pennsylvania Truck Lines, 
Inc., and Alko Express Lines, and whether the movement of 
traffic under the rates in question would be inconsistent with 
the findings in the prior report in the first mentioned case, 
5 M. C. C. 77. It has set for hearing a petition for a modifi- 
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cation of an outstanding order in MC F-4 to permit service to 
eleven Pennsylvania towns. 

As to service to the eleven towns, the report said, the 
Pennsylvania commission, so far as its jurisdiction was con- 
cerned, did not permit abandonment of service. The towns are 
not stations on the Pennsylvania railroad, which controls the 
two companies. Under the federal commission’s restrictions the 
motor companies are not permitted to perform service except 
at stations on the railroad. 

By schedules dated to become effective June 11, 1937, 
the two motor lines proposed joint class rates between points on 
their lines. In I. and S. M-132 the Commission suspended the 
schedules but later it vacated the suspension so far as the 
rates were concerned and they became effective. But the 
investigation part was continued. 

The Commission said that at the hearing it listened to 
arguments as to how far it should allow motor carriers con- 
trolled by railroads to extend their services, indicating that it 
had since then passed on much of the matter in issue in Sub- 
stituted Freight Service, 232 I. C. C. 683; Kansas City Southern 
Transport Co., Inc., Common Carrier Application, 28 M. C. C. 5, 
and Norfolk Southern Bus Corporation, Purchase, Virginia- 
Carolina, 36 M. C. C. 490. 

As to the rates which were permitted to become effective, 
this report says there has been no complaint from shippers 
or competing carriers, and set the petition for permitting 
performance of service at non-railroad towns, for hearing to 
determine what, if any, modification in the outstanding order 
on that point was justified in the light of the representations 
made in the petition. 


VALLEY MOTOR LINES PURCHASES 


The Commission, division 4, in a report in MC F-1434, 
Valley Motor Lines, Inc., of Fresno, Calif., purchase, H. Frasher 
et al., embracing MC F-1451, Same, purchase, Beverly Gibson, 
has authorized the purchase by Valley Motor Lines, Inc., of 
property and operating rights of four vendors involved in MC 
F-1434 and has dismissed the application in MC F-1451 for 
lack of jurisdiction, finding that the vendor operated under the 
exemption of the second proviso of section 206(a). 

Applicant operated as a common carrier of general com- 
modities between specified points in California and Nevada and 
of specified commodities between designated points in Cali- 
fornia, said the report. Vendors named in the application in 
MC F-1434 were: H. Frasher, dba H. Frasher Truck Line, of 
Fresno; Frasher Truck Co., of San Jose, Calif.; George Harm 
(Gilbert H. Jertberg, executor), dba George Harm Truck 
Lines, of Fresno, and United Motor Transport Lines, Inc., of 
Sacramento, Calif. Gibson, vendor in MC F-1451, was doing 
business at Sacramento as River Auto States Freight Line 
(Gibson Freight Line), the report noted. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


No. MC F-1157, Gulf, Mobile and Ohio Railroad Co.—control—Gulf 
Transport Co. et al.; purchase—Mobile and Ohio Rail Road Co. (C. E. 
Ervin and T. M. Stevens, receivers). 

Acquisition by Gulf, Mobile and Ohio Railroad Co., of Mobile, Ala., 
of control of Gulf Transport Co., Mobile and Ohio Transportation Co., 
and Mobile and Ohio Transportation Co. of Illinois, all of Mobile, Ala., 
through ownership of capital stock and purchase of motor-carrier op- 
erating rights and property of Mobile and Ohio Rail Road Co. (C. E. 
Ervin and T. M. Stevens, receivers), also of Mobile, approved and 
authorized, subject to condition. 

No. MC F-1523, Boyle Brothers, Inc.—Purchase—Red Top Trucking 
Corporation. Purchase by Boyle Brothers, Inc., of Newark, N. J., of 
operating rights and property of Red Top Trucking Corporation, of 
New York, N. Y., approved and authorized, subject to conditions. 

No. MC F-1389, D. J. Thurston, Jr.—Purchase—Capital Coast Ex- 
press Company, Inc. Purchase by D. J. Thurston, Jr., of Wilson, 
N, C., doing business as Thurston Motor Lines, of certain operating 
rights and property of Capital Coast Express Company, Inc., of Raleigh, 
N. C., approved and authorized, subject to conditions. Application, in 
other respects, dismissed. 

No. MC F-1582, Border Express, Inc.—Purchase—B & H Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc. Purchase by Border Express, Inc., of Bangor, Me., 
of operating rights and property of B & H Transportation Co., Inc., of 

armony, Me., approved and authorized, subject to condition. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 13414. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe asks authority 
0 assume obligation and liability in respect of $20,000,000 of equip- 
ment trust certificates, series E, proposed to be issued to finance 80 
Per cent of the cost, estimated at $25,000,000, of 3,000 fifty-ton box 
cars, 500 fifty-ton automobile cars, 200 fifty-ton low-side gondola cars, 

seventy-ton, 16,000 gallon capacity tank cars, 75 seventy-ton cov- 
ered hopper cars, 1 lunch counter diner, 10 dining cars, 6 club-tounge 
cars, 16 chair cars, 5 baggage-mail cars, 21 baggage cars, 16 5400 H.P. 
Diese] electric freight locomotives, and 4 1350 H.P. Diesel electric 
freight locomotive sections. ‘The certificates are to mature serially 
$2,000,000 September 10, 1942, and a like amount annually thereaftr 
until and including September 10, 1951, with dividends at a rate to be 
determined by competitive bidding. Applicant said the tank cars pro- 
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posed to be acquired were necessary in order that it might main- 
tain a sufficient supply to handle its own fuel oil and water, and also 
for commercial loading. 

MC F-1626. Western Motor Freight, Inc., Spokane, Wash., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights and equipment of H. J. Helphrey 
and J. P. Luft, dba Matthews Auto Freight, also of Spokane. 

MC F-1627. Luper Transportation Co. of Kansas, dba Luper Trans- 
portation Co., Wichita, Kan., asks authority to purchase a portion of 
the permits of A. W. McCarter and P. E. McCarter, dba McCarter Truck 
Lines, of Topeka, Kan., issued or authorized in MC 1007, MC 1007, 
Sub. 2, and MC 1007, Sub. 3. 

MC F-1628. Rockland Coaches, Inc., Bergenfield, N. J., and Nyack 
De Luxe Transit Corporation, Spring Valley, N. Y., ask authority to 
merge into the former. 

MC F-1624. Fred Olson & Son Motor Service Co., Chicago, Ill., 
asks authority to purchase operating rights of Samuel E. Lifschultz and 
American National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago, executors of estate 
of David Lifschultz, individual dba Lifschultz Fast Freight, Chicago, 
Ill., for $1,350, such rights consisting of transportation of property 
between all points within 45 miles of Chicago over irregular routes. 

MC F-1621. Pacific Greyhound Lines, San Francisco, Calif., asks 
authority to issue its promissory note in the amount of $75,750, to be 
secured by deed or trust on property proposed to be purchased, for 
financing purchase of property adjacent to its existing terminal in Los 
Angeles, Calif., and enlargement and remodeling of that terminal. 

MC F-1622. Wisconsin Power & Light Co., Madison, Wis., operat- 
ing motor busses between certain Wisconsin points and Dubuque, Ia., 
asks authority to issue and sell $30,000,000 principal amount of first 
mortgage bonds, series A, due August 1, 1971, and $3,000,000 principal 
amount of 2% per cent, 2% per cent and 3 per cent unsecured notes 
due serially February 1, 1942-August 1, 1951, for the purpose of re- 
deeming $33,000,000 principal amount of outstanding first mortgage 
bonds, series A, 4 per cent, due June 1, 1966, of applicant. 

MC F-1623. Carolina Coach Co. of Virginia, Raleigh, N. C., asks 
authority to purchase, for $10,000, operating rights of Richmond Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., Richmond, Va., as common carrier of passengers, 
baggage, mail and express from Suffolk, Va., to points on U. S. High- 
way 1 near Petersburg, Va., and on U. S. Highway 17 near Bartlett, 
Va. 

Finance No. 13406. Louisiana Southern Railway Co. asks authority 
to extend from September 1, 1941, to September 1, 1951, the maturity 
date of $200,000 principal amount of its 4 per cent first mortgage re- 
funding gold bonds dated September 1, 1911. Applicant says the 
principal amount has been reduced to $200,000 from $1,000,000 and the 
interest rate to 4 per cent from 6 per cent, as set out in Finance No. 
11727, and that the purpose of the extension is to enable applicant 
through Luther E. Hall, its receiver, to continue operating its line 
and to serve the industries, farmers and others along its line. 

Finance No. 13407. A. A. Sprague and Bernard J. Fallon, receivers 
for Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Railroad Co., ask authority to acquire 
by lease ten interurban motor railway cars, said cars to become prop- 
erty of applicants on payment of all rentals for 41 months. Application 
says the total consideration for the cars is $400,000; that they are to 
be built by the St. Louis Car Co. of St. Louis, Mo., and to be sold to 
Lester S. Cain, of Chicago, Ill., who will enter into the lease with 
applicants and thereafter assign the lease and title to the cars to 
LaSalle National Bank of Chicago, Ill., as trustee; that the bank as 
trustee will thereupon issue equipment trust certificates, payments of 
such certificates and of dividend warrants to be made entirely out of 
rentals and to be guaranteed by applicants. 

Finance No. 13408. The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. in Penn- 
sylvania asks authority to construct a line to be known as its Coleman 
branch from a point near Coleman Station on its Somerset and Cambria 
branch, to proposed coal development of the Cambria Fuel Co., a dis- 
tance of approximately 8,3 miles, in Somerset County, Pa. 

Finance No, 13411. Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis asks 
authority to pledge with Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, as trustee 
under the first consolidated mortgage of applicant, and subject to said 
pledge, to assign to Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co. as corporate 
trustee under the general mortgage of applicant and as corporate 
trustee under refunding and improvement mortgage of applicant, a 
bond in the principal amount of $5,000,000 issued by St. Louis Bridge 
Co. under its renewal first mortgage, to Mississippi Valley Trust Co., 
trustee. The application says the pledge and assignment are for the 
purpose of complying with the after-acquired property clauses and 
other clauses of the aforesaid mortgages of applicant. 

Finance No. 13412. Boston & Maine Railroad asks authority to 
abandon a portion of its line between Pepperell station in Middlesex 
County, Mass., and a point approximately 1 mile southwest of its 
Nashua union station in Nashua, Hillsborough County, N. H., approxi- 
mately 9 miles. The application says there is no passenger service 
on the line and that the small amount of traffic handled at Hollis, only 
station not served by other rail lines, does not warrant continuance of 
operation. 


Finance No. 11996, supplemental. Coeur d’Alene & Pend d’Oreille 
Railway Co., E. S. McPherson, trustee, asks authority to abandon 
its Bayview branch, from Corbin Junction, Ida., approximately 11.61 
miles to Bayview, Ida., applicant having been authorized previously to 
abandon operation of this line. Applicant says that now, after more 
than three years and four months following application for abandon- 
ment of operations, there has been no improvement in the situation 
with regard to future traffic possibilities. 


MC F-1625. Pacific Freight Lines, Los Angeles, Calif., asks au- 
thority for merger into it of its subsidiary, Universal Interstate Freight, 
Ine., Los Angeles, Calif., stating in its application that the Commis- 
sion has expressed, in MC F-748, Sub. No. 1, its desire that such 
merger be effected. 


Finance No. 13413. Boston & Maine Railroad asks authority to 
abandon a portion of its Milford branch between Squannacook Junc- 
tion in town of Groton and Pepperell station in town of Pepperell, all 
in Middlesex County, Mass., approximately 6 miles. Applicant says 
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service on this line is no longer necessary, that there is no passenger 
service, and that Pepperell, the only freight station, will continue to 
receive freight service from another of applicant’s lines. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13256, Grand Trunk Western 
Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment of a portion of 
a line of railroad at Bay City, Bay County, Mich. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13194, Illinois Central Railroad Co. 
et al. operation, authorizing operation, under contract, by the Illinois 
Central Railroad Co. and the trustee of the Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Co. of the railroad properties of the Jefferson Southwestern Railroad 
Co. Approved. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 28395, Nebraska-Colorado Grain Producers Association vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al.; and No. 28419, Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., et al. 
vs. Same. Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., asks reargument. 

No. 27990, The Atlas Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. Com- 
plainant W. F. White, dba Virginia Oak Flooring Co., asks Commis- 
sion to modify the findings herein as reported in Vol. 237 at page 55 
to include the 56 shipments of this concern from West Jefferson, N. C., 
to destinations in Official territory. 

No. 28300, class rate investigation, 28310, consolidated freight 
classification. Central Territory Rate Conference asks postponement 
during the period of the present emergency of the above entitled pro- 
ceedings. 

Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Fifty- 
fourth petition of Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 
Inc., asks reopening, reconsideration, and modification of the orders 
entered in proceeding. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. New Eng- 
land Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., asks Commission to modify its order 
of August 3, 1938 and as amended in this proceeding, to the extent 
necessary to permit the establishment of the proposed changes in 
classification and exception ratings, rate basis, rates and charges. 

1. & S. M-1411, M-1423, M-1542, beans, seeds, beverages, empties, 
ana dog biscuits between Montana and Western Trunk Line points. 
R-B Freight Lines, Inc., asks Commission to vacate any final orders 
which may have been issued in the above described docket and to 
reopen and reconsider the subject matter therein, in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice, and on the present record. 

Ex Parte MC 23, midwestern motor carrier rates. Sixth petition 
of Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers Bureau asks that the 
order be modified. 

No. 28193, The New River Co., White Oak Coal Co. vs. C. & O. 
The New River Co. and White Oak Coal Co., complainants, ask the 
Commission as a whole to grant reargument and reconsideration of 
the report of division 3, decided April 4, 1941. 

No. 27874, Great Lakes Coal & Coke Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Complainant adopts as its own petition heretofore filed by the Koppers 
Co. in Docket 23071 and urges the Commission therefore to consider 
such petition a joint petition of the Koppers Co. and complainant in 
Docket No. 27874. 


1. & S. 4843 and 4921, cotton, Gulf ports to North Atlantic ports. 
Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., respondent in I. & S. Dockets 4843 and 
4921, and Seatrain Lines, Inc., respondent in I. & S. Docket 4921, asks 
Commission to vacate its orders of suspension in these dockets. 


Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Middle 
Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., asks permission to 
withdraw and Item in the fifty-third petition, dated July 23, in Item 7 
thereof, seeking modification of the Commission’s orders to the extent 
necessary to permit publication of a reduced minimum rate of 20,000 
pounds on peanuts from points in Virginia to points in Pennsylvania 
and to Baltimore, Md., and Trenton, N. J. 


No. 26523, Swift and Co. vs. Union Pacific et al. Southwestern 
carriers, defendants, ask modification of findings and order of Novem- 
ber 21, 1935, sufficiently to permit carriers to file tariffs providing, in 
lieu of the rates made in percentage relation to the constructive first 
class rates obtained in the manner prescribed or approved in said 
findings and order, other rates made in percentage relation to the first 
class key rates (or group rates) established in compliance with, or as 
the result of, the report and order in Western-Southern Class Rates 
(No. 26510 et al), 226 I. C. C. 497, as amended in reports supplemental 
thereto, 231 I. C. C. 315 and 232 I. C. C. 81. 


MC C-237, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. 
(Graham) Ship By Truck Co.; MC C-237 Sub. No. 1, Same vs. E. A. 
Herman, F. M. Leblow and W. H. Harford, dba Capitol Truck Line 
et al.; MC C-237 Sub. No. 2, Same vs. C. M. Breckenridge and Earl 
Zuel, dba Breckenridge and Zuel et al.; MC C-237 Sub. No. 3, Same 
vs. George L. Harper et al.; MC C-237 Sub. No. 4, Same vs. Rock 
Island Motor Transit Co. Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, 
Inc., complainant, asks leave to withdraw complaints. 


MC F-1032, Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., merger, Kentucky Midland 
Truck Lines, Inc. Reliance Trucking Co. and Huber & Huber Motor 
Express, protestants, ask rehearing and reconsideration. 

MC F-1407, Herrin Transportation Co., purchase, Herrin Motor 
Lines, Inc. Herrin Motor Lines, Inc., asks that application be dis- 
missed. 


Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. New 
York & New Brunswick Auto Express Co., Inc., asks further considera- 
tion and modification of sixth supplemental report and order. 

No. 28438, Bonneville, Ltd., vs. Alton et al. Defendants ask that 
effective date of order be postponed for a period of at least 30 days 
beyond September 26 in order that they may have sufficient time to 
prepare for filing a petition having for its purpose argument before 
and review and reconsideration by entire Commission of findings and 
conclusions of division 3 in its report decided June 20. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. New England 
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—- Rate Bureau, Inc., asks further modification of order of Augyst 
» 1938. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. M & y 
Transportation Co. asks further modification of order dated August 3, 
1928, in connection with iron and steel articles and other metal articles 

No. 17000, Part 6, rate structure investigation, iron and stcel ap. 
ticles. Respondent carriers in official territory ask Commission tp 
remove commodity ‘“Splicers, wire fence,’’ from the iron and stee| 
list set forth in appendix C at page 589, et seq., of decision herein. 
155 I. C. C. 517, which is applicable in connection with rates betweep 
points in official territory including extended Zone C territory in Wis. 
consin and western trunk line ‘‘northwest’’ territory, thereby lifting 
any and all maximum rate orders affecting rates assessed on carload 
shipments of ‘‘Splicers, wire fence’’ to extent that such orders are 
in effect by reason of inclusion of said commodity in aforesaid iroy 
and steel list. 

No. 28453, L. R. Allison Construction Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Com. 
plainant asks that entire Commission reconsider its report decided 
June 20. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Elgin, Joliet and Eastern; Illinois Central; Baltimore 
& Ohio; Wabash; Peoria & Pekin Union; New York, Chicago & 
St. Louis; Providence & Worcester and Boston & Providence 
Railroad Corporation operated by trustees of New York, New 
Haven & Hartford; and Atlantic Coast Line have filed applica- 
tions with the Commission for approval of proposed modifica- 
tions of signal systems or devices under section 25(b) of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission and applicant in writing within 
20 days from August 8. 

The New York, Ontario & Western; and Erie have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modifications of Rules, Standards and Instructions prescribed 
by order of April 13, 1939, under section 25(b) of the interstate 
commerce act as amended. Any interested party desiring hear- 
ing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing 
within 20 days from August 8. 

The Pennsylvania; New York, Chicago & St. Louis; Ala- 
bama Great Southern; Galveston, Houston & Henderson; and 
Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific have filed applica- 
tions with the Commission for approval of proposed modifica- 
tions of signal systems or devices under section 25(b) of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hear- 
ing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing with- 
in 20 days from August 9. 

The Baltimore & Ohio; and Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific have filed applications with the Commission for ap- 
proval of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices 
under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any in- 
terested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
and applicant in writing within 20 days from August 12. 


The Southern Pacific Co.; and Baltimore & Ohio have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modifications of rules, standards and instructions prescribed 
by order of April 13, 1939, under section 25 (c) of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission and applicant in writing within 
20 days from August 12. 

The Chicago & Erie; Chicago & North Western; Gulf, Mo- 
bile & Ohio; Northern Pacific; Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific; New York, Chicago & St. Louis; and Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems or de- 
vices under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
and applicant in writing within 20 days from August 13. 

The New York Central has filed an application with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modifications of rules, 
standards and instructions prescribed by order of April 13, 1939, 
under section 25(c) of the interstate commerce act. Any inter- 
ested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and 
applicant in writing within 20 days from August 13. 

The New York, New Haven & Hartford; Chicago & North 
Western; Chesapeake & Ohio; Union Pacific; Georgia Southern 
& Florida; Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe; New York Central; Chi- 
cago & Eastern Illinois; and Texas & Pacific have filed appli- 
cations with the Commission for approval of proposed modifi- 
cations of signal systems or devices under section 25 (b) of 
the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing 
within 20 days from August 14. 


The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; Nashville, Chattanoogé 
& St. Louis; and Pennsylvania and Long Island have filed appli- 
cations with the Commission for approval of proposed modifica- 
tions of rules, standards and instructions prescribed by orde! 
of April 13, 1939, under section 25 (c) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should ad- 
vise the Commission and applicant in writing within 20 days 
from August 14. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Union-Interrupted Truck Service 


Though concluding that there was no doubt that applicant 
temporarily abandoned his operation between points in Oregon 
and Washington, on the one hand, and points in California, on 
the other, in the period from February 1 to May 4, 1938, be- 
cause of labor union interference, joint board 5, in a proposed 
report on further hearing in MC 35525, common carrier appli- 
cation of O. J. Mitchell of Portland, Ore., recommended a find- 
ing that the interruption of service by applicant in that period 
was caused by circumstances and conditions beyond his control, 
and proposed issuance of a certificate to him, under the grand- 
father clause, authorizing continuance of operation as a com- 
mon carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, over a 
specified route between Portland and San Francisco. 

The proposed report, served August 13, said that appli- 
cant’s vehicles were equipped with “sleepers” for use by drivers 
and that in November, 1937, he began having trouble with 
members of a labor union at San Francisco. They told him, 
said the joint board, that he would have to division his drivers 
along the road and that he could not come into San Francisco 
with sleeper equipment. Continuing, the joint board said: 


Every time applicant’s trucks came into that city he and his drivers 
were told the trucks would be upset if applicant did not discontinue 
the use of sleepers. Applicant’s total investment was in sleeper equip- 
ment, and he was complying with the Commission’s rules. . . . He 
could not afford to place four drivers on the road and pay them a 
weekly wage to run in and out of San Francisco whenever a truck 
happened to arrive at a so-called ‘‘division point’’ because the volume 
of tonnage in that period was not very heavy. .. . His drivers, who 
belonged to the union but not the San Francisco local, were afraid 
they would be put out of the union, and refused to drive applicant’s 
trucks into San Francisco. . . . Applicant was unable to meet the 
demands of the union, and rather than have his equipment remain idle, 
he decided to lease a part thereof to another carrier. . . . His com- 
petitors were at all times able to serve San Francisco with sleeper 
equipment. Although they were warned about using this type of 
equipment, they were successful at all times in adjusting any difficulties 
that arose. The evidence is convincing that the interruption of service 
by applicant. . . . was caused by circumstances and conditions be- 
yond his control. 


Members of the joint board who prepared the proposed re- 
port were Warren K. Brown of California, A. F. Harvey of 
Oregon, and Ralph J. Benjamin of Washington. Exceptions 
may be filed within 25 days from the date of service. 


Rail-Ocean Grain Rates 


Recalling that the Commission, in the big Hoch-Smith 
grain case, had established rates on grain and grain products 
on the rate-break basis, Examiner T. Leo Haden, in No. 28090, 
Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et 
al, has recommended that the Commission modify the findings 
in the original report, 241 I. C. C. 243, and adhere to what it 
did in the big grain case, as to rail-ocean and rail-ocean-rail 
rates on grain and grain products from points in Oklahoma, 
Texas, southern Kansas, southeastern Colorado, and New Mex- 
ico to north Atlantic ports and to interior points in trunk Ine 
and New England territories. He said the rates should be 
— unreasonable and prescribed new ones, recommended by 

m. 


_ Examiner Haden recommended that the complainants be 
given the benefit of proportional rates of 31 cents a hundred 
pounds from the Texas and Oklahoma base groups to Gal- 
veston and Houston and a water rate of 23 cents beyond to 
the Atlantic ports of Norfolk, Va., and north thereof. In the 
orginal report, the Commission prescribed a joint rate of 
‘cents. That joint rate was in disregard of the rate-break 
Principle. 

Prescription of a joint rate created a furor in the grain- 
growing territory. On petition of many rail carriers, the state 
Corporation commissions of Kansas and others, the proceeding 
Was reopened for further hearing. In the original report, 


the rates prescribed were to the north Atlantic ports only. 
Examiner Haden said the record was too inadequate to permit 
ndings with respect to the lawfulness of rail-ocean-rail rates 
on like traffic from the same origin territory to interior points 
'r trunk line and New England territories. 


Complainants in this proceeding sought a joint rate from 
the Oklahoma-Texas base groups, which embraced large areas 
in the states mentioned, including Galveston and Houston, to 
north Atlantic ports, of 48 cents, based on existing minimum 
weights and transit arrangements. 

According to the examiner, the practice of breaking rates 
over primary markets is extremely important because of the 
fact that thereby the grain or its products moves beyond the 
price-basing point to a given destination at constant figures 
rather than at varying transit balances resulting from unre- 
lated through rates and inbound local, or gathering, rates to 
the price-basing points. In this proceeding, flour was the com- 
n:odity almost exclusively involved. The examiner said that 
there was evidence of a somewhat general nature to the effect 
that complainants were unduly prejudiced becaus2 of rel- 
atively higher combination rates on their traffic, as compared 
with joint rail-ocean rates from California origins to the des- 
tination territory and the rates over the all-rail and rail-lake 
routes from states north of Oklahoma to that territory. 

An important question here to be determined, said the ex- 
aminer, was whether or not the assailed rates should be con- 
tinued to be made by combination on the Gulf ports. He ob- 
served that the method of publishing rates on the rate-break 
principle was approved after exhaustive investigation in the big 
grain case. 

“The instant record indicates that a departure from this 
method would lead to demands for similar treatment of the 
rates on grain and grain products from the territory west to 
the territory generally east of the Mississippi River,” said 
the examiner. 

Examiner Haden recommended that the Commission find 
the rates assailed over routes through Houston and Galveston 
were and for the future would be unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded or might exceed the combination of separately 
established factors to and beyond the Gulf and north Atlantic 
ports, constructed on the following bases: 

(a) From Oklahoma and Texas base groups to Houston 
and Galveston. 31 cents; (b) from all other points in Oklahoma, 
Texas, New Mexico, southern Kansas and southeastern Colo- 
rado to those ports, proportional rates which bore the same 
relations, in cents a hundred pounds, to the resulting rates 
from the Oklahoma-Texas base groups to Houston and Galveston 
as now existed under the assailed rates; provided that the 
rates to Houston and Galveston from the groups in northern 
and northwestern Oklahoma and southern Kansas from which 
the domestic rates to Houston and Galveston were now 37, 
38, 39 and 40 cents, should not exceed the rates from the Okla- 
homa base group to Houston and Galveston by more than two 
cents and that the present relations in the rates to those ports 
between other groups in Kansas south of the Union Pacific, 
from which the domestic rates to Houston and Galveston were 
now higher than 40 cents, should remain undisturbed; and 
provided, further, that the resulting rates from northwestern 
Oklahoma should be observed as maxima at intermediate points 
ir: northern Texas. 


(c) Over routes through the ports of Corpus Christi, 
Beaumont, Texas City, Tex., Lake Charles and New Orleans, 
La., proportional rates to those ports which respectively bore 
the same relations, in cents a hundred pounds, to the resulting 
rates to Galveston as now existed under the rates here in 
issue. ' 

(d) From the Gulf ports on shipments arriving by the 
rail lines for movement beyond to the north Atlantic ports, 
a proportional rate of 23 cents. 

Examiner Haden also recommended a scheme of rates 
from the north Atlantic ports on shipments arriving by Gulf 
steamship lines for movement beyond by rail. Typical rates 
are: To destinations within the switching or lighterage limits 
of the ports, 6 cents; within 50 miles of the port through 
which the traffic moves, 9 cents; from 50 to 100 miles of port 
through which traffic moves, 11 cents. His recommended 
scale progresses by 50-mile blocks, with 13 cents for points 
within 101 to 150 miles of ports through which traffic moves 
and with the addition of one cent to the rate for each block 
until it runs out in the block between 301 and 350 miles with a 
rate of 17 cents. The examiner said the distances should be 
computed over the shortest routes over which carload traffic 
could be transported without transfer of lading, except as 





392 


otherwise provided in Eastern Class Rate Investigation, 164 
I. C. C. 314 and later reports. 


Bates Truck Line Operations 


“Even though as a matter of first impression it might seem 
that the fact that the public used applicant’s service in the past 
would tend to create a presumption that the public needed 
the service or it would not have used it, this cannot be true 
here for the very obvious reason that there is an irrebuttable 
presumption that the public does not require unlawful conduct 
in defiance of state laws, to fulfill its needs and requirements,” 
said a proposed report by joint board No. 77, composed of 
Charles D. Mathews of Texas, in MC 4200, Sub. No. 1, Arvan 
Everett Bates, dba Bates Truck Line, of Houston, Tex., com- 
mon carrier application. 

The joint board recommended denial of the application for 
authority to institute a new operation as a common carrier of 
general commodities, with exceptions, between Houston, Texas 
City and Galveston, Tex., on the one hand, and all other points 
in Texas, on the other hand, over irregular routes. The joint 
board observed that the Commission had found applicant’s 
previous operations not bona fide and in defiance of state laws, 
but that it (the joint board) overruled protestants’ objections 
to admission of applicant’s proof of previous operations. In so 
doing, the joint board said, it was mindful of the fact that 
the Commission had not yet decided whether or not such 
evidence was admissible, although it now had the matter under 
consideration in MC 80415, Sub. No. 2, A. E. McDonald Motor 
Freight Lines—new operation, and related cases. However, 
said the joint board, it was its opinion then, as now, that such 
proof was inadmissible to prove or tend to prove the issue of 
public convenience and necessity. 

Direct and cross examination of applicant and three of 
his four shipper witnesses revealed, said the report, that the 
shippers used applicant’s service because of rate inducements. 
It observed that the highest published rates of applicant were 
lower than the rates of the regular route common carrier rail 
and motor competitors. 

“Regulars route carriers cannot operate economically and 
efficiently if carriers such as applicant was, and proposes to 
continue to be, are permitted to invade the transportation field 
for the sole purpose of handling the cream of the traffic avail- 
able in so-called regular route service,” the joint board said. 





NO REPARATION UNDER MOTOR ACT 


The fact that the Commission does not have authority 
under the provisions of the interstate commerce act relating 
to motor carriers to award reparation although it does have 
the authority to entertain complaints and make findings re- 
specting the lawfulness of rates charged in the past by motor 
common carriers again has been brought to attention, this time 
by joint board No. 357, in a proposed report in MC C-199, The 
May Department Stores Co. Famous Barr Division vs. Service 
Lines, Inc., served Aug. 13. 

Complaint, at St. Louis, Mo., alleged that the rates charged 
on shipments of hosiery transported in 1937, 1938 and 1939, 
over the lines of the defendant motor common carrier from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo., were inapplicable and 
unreasonable, and sought refund of an alleged overcharge 
amounting to $253.89, plus interest. The joint board recom- 
mended that the rates charged, as set forth in the complaint, 
be found applicable and otherwise lawful and that the com- 
plaint be dismissed. That the Commission has no authority to 
award reparation with respect to motor carriers was stated by 
division 5 in W. A. Barrows Porcelain Enamel Co. vs. Cush- 
man Delivery, 11 M. C. C. 365, and referred to by the joint 
board. The controversy in this case revolved around the com- 
modity description. 





Proposed Reports 
Cut Rayon Fiber 


I. and S. M-1493, cut rayon fiber, Nitro, W. Va., to North 
Carolina and South Carolina. By Examiner C. H. Luce. Pro- 
posal of the Southern Motor Carriers’ Rate Conference to es- 
tablish reduced motor common carrier commodity rates on cut 
rayon fiber in machine-pressed bales, subject to volume min- 
imum weights of 16,000, 20,000 and 30,000 pounds, from Nitro, 
W. Va., to destinations in the Carolinas, not justified. Sched- 
ules filed to become effective February 27, 1941, and sus- 
pended by the Commission, division 2, until September 27, 
1941, proposed to be ordered canceled and proceeding discon- 
tinued. Southern rail carriers protested. The examiner said 
no competitive disadvantage under the present rates was shown, 
and the effect of the proposal would be to stimulate further 
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reductions by rail carriers. He added that the Commission 
should find that there was no evidence of undue discrimination, 
preference, or prejudice. 


Split Delivery Rule 


I. and S. M-1503, McClosky & Shaffer, split delivery. By 
Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Proposal of Edward McClosky. 
dba McClosky & Shaffer, a motor contract carrier, to esiablish 
a split delivery rule governing stopping of truckload shij»ments 
to unload partially at points within corporate limits of any 
village, town or city at destination for application in connection 
with transportation of salt, with charge of $2.50 for each deliy. 
ery except the last, proposed to be found to constitute a change 
in respondent’s present rule applied to “the same service” (the 
examiner’s reference being to stopping-in-transit rule providing 
for partial loading and unloading at intermediate points at 
charge of $5 for each stop except the last), and not justified. 
Suspended schedules proposed to be ordered canceled and pro- 
ceeding discontinued. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
hecome effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, o: 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
tn whitch applicant has home office is shown in “‘black face’’ type. 
utth name of town or city following.) 


Oregon (Eugene)—MC 102382, American Trucking Service 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 172. Served Aug. 
8. Denial proposed. Specified commodities between Eugene and 
points within 50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and all points 
in Ore., on the other. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

West Virginia (Franklin)—-MC 102340, C. C. Simmons, 
common carrier application. Joint board 245. Served Aug. 8. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock, fertilizer, and salt, between 
points in Pendleton county, W. Va., on the one hand, and 
Petersburg, W. Va., and Staunton and Harrisonburg, Va., on 
the other. 

Pennsylvania (Norristown)—-MC 102323, Gus Bono, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served 
Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Bituminous concrete, asphalt, 
crushed stone, sand, gravel and brick, Upper Merion township, 
Montgomery county, Pa., and points within 10 miles thereof, 
except those points that have rail sidings, to points in N. J. 
Del., Md., and ground limestone, Norristown and points in 
Chester and Delaware counties, Pa., to points in Del., and Md. 

Illinois (Chicago)—-MC 102306, B. Kriesten, dba Kay-Way 
Van Line, common carrier application. Examiner F. D. Binkley. 
Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. New furniture, uncrated, 
between Chicago, on the one hand, and points in Ind., Ia., Mich., 
Minn., Mo., N. J., N. Y., O., and Pa., on the other. 

North Carolina (Asheboro)—-MC 94580, Sub. 1, Thomas 
Stanley Redding, extension of operations—North Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. Examiner W. W. McCas- 
lin. Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Lumber, points in 
N. C., to points in D. C., Va., Md., and Pa., and grain and 
products, Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, Mount Airy, Hagerstown, 
and Westminster and points within 10 miles of Westminster in 
Md., Round Hill, Hamilton Leesburg, Marshall, Luray, and 
points within 10 miles of Luray, Harrisonburg, and points within 
10 miles thereof, and Staunton, and points within 10 miles 
thereof, in Va., to points in N. C. 

Pennsylvania (Germansville)—-MC 92147, Sub. 1, James F. 
Bear, extension—coal and fertilizer. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served Aug. 8. Certificate recommended. Coal, St. Nicholas, 
Pa., to points in N. J. 

New York (Skaneateles)—-MC 87650, Leonard Gaines, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Samuel C. Shoup. Served 
Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Continued operation, specified 
commodities, points in N. Y., to points in Pa. 


Delaware (Dover)—MC 66641, William Lester Scott, dba 
W. L. Scott, common carrier application. Examiner E. J. Mur- 
phy. Served Aug. 8. Denial of certificate or permit proposed 
under the grandfather clauses. General commodities between 
points in Md., Va., N. C., Pa., O., Del., N. Y., Conn., R. I, 
Mass., N. J., and D. C., and all other points within 600 miles 
of Dover. 

Virginia (Stanleytown)—MC 63640, Stanleytown Motor 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner C. Garo- 
falo. Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Continued opera- 
tion, furniture, Bassett and Stanleytown, Va., to all points 0 
Del., Ga., N. J.. N. C., Pa, S. C, W. Va., and D. C., and 
Baltimore, Md., and the New York, N. Y., commercial zone; 
petroleum products, Philadelphia and Baltimore to all points 0 
Va.; materials used in the manufacture of furniture, New Yor 
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commercial zone, Newark, N. J., Philadelphia and Baltimore 
to points in Va.; and specified commodities, points in Md., Conn., 
N. J.. Pa., and Md., to Bassett and Stanleytown. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—MC 63194, Highland Transfer, 
common carrier application. Examiner C. H. Luce. Served 
Aug. 8. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Specified 
— between points in Del., Md., N. J., N. Y., Pa., Va., 
and D. C. 

Colorado (Boulder)—-MC 61834, Wright S. Craghead, dba 
Craghead Moving & Storage, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Samuel C. Shoup. Served Aug. 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Continued operation, household goods, between Boulder 
county, Colo., on the one hand, and points in Neb., N. M., Wyo., 
Okla., and Kan., on the other. 

Georgia (Atlanta)—-MC 58923, Sub. 3, Georgia Highway 
Express, Inc., Franklin extension. Joint board 101. Served 
Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between points in Ga. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 52746, Sub. 1, Knaus Truck 
Lines, Inc., extension—Leavenworth. Joint board 52. Served 
Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Electric storage batteries, bat- 
tery parts, and battery shipping cartons, from and to Leaven- 
worth, Kan., as an off-route point in connection with service 
authorized in MC 52746. 

Wisconsin (North Fond du Lac)—MC 52500, Sub. 1, Gil- 
bert W. Booth, dba Hiawatha Stage Line, extension—Portage- 
Wisconsin Dells. Joint board 96. Served Aug. 8. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between Port- 
age and Wisconsin Dells, Wis. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

New York (White Plains)—-MC 50923, Sub. 1, Fred Mon- 
sees, extension of operations—New Jersey points. Joint board 
305. Served Aug. 8. Denial of permit proposed. Rock wool 
insulation, points in N. J., on the one hand, and points in 
N. Y., and Conn., on the other. 

New Jersey (Ringoes)—-MC 46887, Sub. 2, William W. Hol- 
combe, extension—feed molasses. Joint board 42. Served Aug. 
8. Permit proposed. Feed, Trenton, N. J., to points in Pa., and 
N. Y., and feed molasses, in tank trucks, Philadelphia, Pa., to 
points in N. J. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

_ New Jersey (Garfield)—-MC 46066, Sub. 1, Andrew Core- 
min, extension—potted plants. Examiner Harold L. Seaman. 
Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Potted plants, East Pat- 
erson and Rutherford, N. J., to points in Conn., and Pa., and 


> ed York, N. Y. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
ions. 


Pennsylvania (Cleona)—-MC 45227, Sub. 7, Harry L. Meyer, 
dba Meyer Transportation, extension of operations—Delaware. 
Examiner W. L. Schubert. Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. 
Paper boxes, Lebanon, Pa., to Baltimore, Frederick, and Hagers- 
town, Md., Washington, D. C., Wheeling, W. Va., Barnesville, 
0., Wilmington, Del., and poinfs in N. Y., and N. J. 

Pennsylvania (Cleona)—-MC 45227, Sub. 6, Harry L. Meyer, 
dba Meyer Transportation, extension of operations—macaroni. 
Examiner W. L. Schubert. Served Aug. 8. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Macaroni products in Pa., Md., Va., and D. C. 


Massachusetts (Beverly)—-MC 43067, Sub. 1, Joshia N. 
Hemeson, dba Hemeson Bros. Motor Coach Service, extension 
of operations—charter service. Examiner R. J. Flood, Jr. 
Served Aug. 8. Denial of certificate for want of prosecution 


ens Persons, in special or charter service in Mass., and 


_Missouri (Springfield)—-MC 38858, Sub. 3, John & Grace 
Ellis, contract carrier extension of operations. Joint board 254. 
Served Aug. 8. Denial proposed. Gasoline and petroleum prod- 
ucts, between Barnsdall, Okla., and points in Mo. 


Missouri (Mound City)—MC 33645, Sub. 2, Thomas E. 
Caton, common carrier application. Examiner P. H. Dawson. 
Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Washing machines, New- 
ton, Ia., to Mound City, and live stock, farm machinery and 
farm implements and parts therefor, oil-field equipment, emi- 
grant movables, and household goods, between Mound City and 
points in Mo., within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 


points in Ia., Kan., and Neb., within 100 miles of Mound City, 
on the other. 


Ohio (Springfield)—-MC 30837, Sub. 3, Kenosha Auto 
ansport Corporation, common carrier application. Examiner 
-E Conlon. Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Busses 

and parts, equipment, and accessories (when part of the original 
equipment of new vehicles), by driveaway method, in initial 
Movements, Lima, O., to all points in U. S. 
Othe eshington (Kennewick) —MC 19645, Sub. 1, Joseph 
brich, dba City Dray Line, extension of operations. Joint 
ard ‘5. Served Aug. 8. Certificate proposed. Equipment, 
materiais, and supplies, used or useful in the construction or 
maintenance of power transmission lines between Kennewick, 
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Wash., and specified points in Oregon. 
exceptions. 

Ohio (Youngstown)—MC 7792, Sub. 9, Penn-Ohio Coach 
Lines Co., extension of operations—Parkersburg, W. Va. Joint 
board 61. Served Aug. 8. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Passengers and baggage, and express, mail and newspapers 
between Marietta, O., and Parkersburg, W. Va. 

Washington (La Center)—-MC 5190, Sub. 1, E. W. Boys, 
dba E. W. Boys & Sons, Stella extension. Joint board 80. 
Served Aug 8. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities 
between La Center and Stella, Wash. Twenty-five days for 
exceptions. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 3495, Sub. 7, West Virginia 
Transportation Co., common carrier extension of operations— 
Grafton-Philippi. Joint board 118. Served Aug. 8. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, 
mail and newspapers, between Grafton, W. Va., and Philippi, 
W. Va. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (Fredonia)—-MC 1482, Sub. 2, Buffalo & Erie 
Coach Corporation, extension of operations—Bradford-Olean. 
Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. Served Aug. 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between Brad- 
ford, Pa., and Olean, N. Y. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—MC 1168, Sub. 2, Baltimore Trans- 
fer Co. of Baltimore City, extension of operations—Camp Lee 
and Federal Reformatory, Va. Joint board 108. Served Aug. 8. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between the intersection of U. S. highway 1 and Virginia high- 
way 10, and Petersburg, Va., over Virginia highways 10 and 36, 
via Hopewell, Va., serving Camp Lee, and Federal Reformatory, 
Va., as intermediate points. 

Delaware (Bridgeville)—-MC 1336, Sub. 1, Henry H. Hul- 
liger, extension—frozen foods. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served 
Aug 8. Denial of certificate proposed. Frozen agricultural 
commodities and frozen sea foods, between points in the Del- 
Mar-Va peninsula and points in specified Atlantic coast states. 

New York (Unadilla)—-MC 102775, J. W. Van Cott & Son, 
Inc., contract carrier application. Examiner Samuel M. Badian. 
Served Aug. 9. Permit proposed. Silos, silo parts and other 
specified commodities from Unadilla to points in Pa., Del., Md., 
O., Va., W. Va., N. J., Vt., Mass., R. I. and Conn., over irregular 
routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (T'uckerton)—MC 102626, William J. Kane and 
Edna M. Kane, dba Mathis Distributing Co., common carricr ex- 
tension. Examiner E. T. Cosby. Served Aug 9. Denial pro- 
posed. General commodities between Tuckerton, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Perth Amboy, Atlantic City, Barnegat 
City and Beach Haven, N. J., over regular routes. 

West Virginia (Glasgow)—-MC 102595, R. L. Wilkinson, 
dba Wilkinson Transfer, common carrier application. Exam- 
iner G. P. Werner. Served Aug. 9. Denial proposed. House- 
hold goods between Glasgow and points within 8 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and points in O., Ky., Pa. and Va., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia (Greenville)—-MC 102491, Roy Canterbury, 
common carrier application. Joint board 245. Served Aug 9. 
Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Live stock, farm 


Twenty-five days for 


* products and lime between designated points in Va. and W. Va. 


Oregon (Hood River)—MC 102392, Elmer W. Murray, 
common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served Aug. 9. 
Certificate proposed. Wrecked or disabled automobiles and 
trucks, by tow-away and drive-away methods, between Hood 
River and points in Oregon within 20 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Klickitat and Skamania 
counties, Wash., over irregular routes. Twenty-five days for 
exceptions. 


Kentucky (Corbin)—-MC 102262, Loyd Lee Mauney, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 155. Served Aug. 9. 
Denial proposed. Specified commodities between designated 
points in Indiana and Kentucky. 

Missouri (Raymore)—-MC 102222, Herchiel D. Shipley, 
common carrier application. Joint board 36. Served Aug. 9. 
Denial proposed. General commodities between Raymore and 
points within 6 miles thereof, and Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., over 
irregular routes. 

Indiana (Hamilton)—MC 102140, Oscar A. Taylor and 
Willis H. Taylor, dba Taylor Oil Co., contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 23. Served Aug. 9. Permit proposed. Petro- 
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, in quantities of not less 
than 3,000 gallons, from Alma and St. Louis, Mich., to points 
in designated Indiana area, over regular routes. 

New York (Dundee)—MC 101764, Walter C. Prior. com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Samuel B. Badian. Served 
Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Eggs, beans, honey and grape 
juice (bottled), from points in Ontario, Scuyler, Chemung. 
Yates and Steuben counties, N. Y., to New York City, and 
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empty containers on return, and fertilizer from Kearney, N. J., 
to points in aforesaid counties, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (McKeansburg)—-MC 101603, Edgar D. Het- 
tinger, common carrier application, embracing MC 101604, 
Lewis D. Moyer, Andreas, Pa., common carrier application. 
Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served Aug. 9. Certificates proposed. 
Anthracite coal from Hammon Colliery, Girardville, Pa., to 
specified New Jersey points, over irregular routes. 

lowa (Waterloo)—MC 87909, Sub. No. 3, William Weigh- 
ley, dba Weighley Transfer Co., common carrier extension. 
Joint board 145. Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between St. Paul, Minn., 
on the one hand, and South St. Paul and Newport, Minn., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

INlinois (Chicago)—-MC 86529, Sub. No. 1, Nick Tameling, 
contract carrier extension. Joint board 73. Served Aug. 9. 
Denial proposed. Commodities distributed by wholesale gro- 
cery houses, between Chicago, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in specified Indiana and Michigan areas, over ir- 
regular routes. 

New Jersey (Williamstown)— MC 82205, Sub. No. 1, Ver- 
non A. Huber, common carrier extension. Joint board 67. 
Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Coke from Philadelphia 
and mica schist from Edge Hill, Pa., to Williamstown, N. J., 
over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 77051, Lindon E. Oliver, dba 
L. E. Oliver, common carrier application. Examiner C. J. 
Peterson. Served Aug 9. Denial proposed, for want of prose- 
cution. General commodities between St. Paul and Minneap- 
olis and points in Ia., Minn., Mo., Mont., N. D., O., S. D., 
Wis. and Wyo., over irregular routes. 

Georgia (Atlanta)—-MC 72710, A. C. White, Jr., dba A. C. 
White Moving Lines, common carrier application. Examiner 
Richard Yardley. Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, household goods between all points in 
Georgia, on the one hand, and, on the other, D. C., La., Miss. 
and Va., and between all points in Ga., Ala., Tenn., N. C., 
S. C. and Fla.; new furniture from Atlanta, Ga., to Montgomery, 
Ala., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Ellsworth)—MC 64897, John B. Klecker, com- 
mon carrier extension. Joint board 142. Served Aug. 9. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock between points other than 
mun ‘cipalit‘es, in towns (townships) of Ellsworth, E] Paso and 
Rock Elm, Pierce county, Wis., on the one hand, and South St. 
Paul and Newport, Minn., on the other; grain from aforesaid 
Wisconsin po’nts to Red Wing and Lake City, Minn., and farm 
machinery, twine, furniture, feed, lumber and building materials 
from St. Paul. Minneapolis and South St. Paul, Minn., to afore- 
said Wisconsin points, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Shamokin Dam)—MC 60463, Sub. No. 1, 
Frank A. Gorgie, dba Tri-State Forwarding Co., common car- 
rer application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served Aug. 9. 
Denial proposed. Automobiles, trucks, etc., in initial move 
ments from points in Wayne county, Mich., to points in Del., 
N. J. and Pa., and in secondary movements from Buffalo, N. Y., 
and Cleveland, O., to points in Del., N. J. and Pa. 

Indiana (Kokomo)—MC 52641, Sub. No. 2, Ross Transit 
Co., Inc., contract carrier extension. Joint board 60. Served 
Aug. 9. Denial proposed. Sewer pipe and clay products from 
points in Tuscarawas county, O., to points in Indiana, over 
irregular routes. 

Iinois (East St. Louis)—-MC 50132, Sub. No. 4. Eugene 
Calloway, dba Central & Southern Truck Lines, contract car- 
rier extension. Examiner E. J. Murphy. Served Aug. 9. Per- 
mit proposed. Fresh meats, packing house products, cheese, 
butter and butter substitutes, between specified points in II1l., 
Mo., Neb., Kan., Ky., Tenn., Miss., Ala., Ga., N. C. and S. C., 
over irregular routes. 

Nebraska (Silver Creek)—-MC 50020, Sub. No. 2. Jason 
W. House, dba Service Filling Station, contract carrier exten- 
sion. Joint board 19. Served Aug. 9. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum products in bulk, in tank trucks, from refining and 
d‘stributing points in Kansas to Clarks and Silver Creek, Neb., 
w'‘th no transportation for compensation on return, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Kansas (Hutchinson)—MC 46599, Sub. No. 2, John W. 
Healzer, common carrier extension. Joint board 52. Served 
Aug. 9. Dismissal, on applicant’s request, proposed. General 


commodities between Hutchinson and Newton, Kan., over reg- . 


ular route. 

Michigan (Marysville)—-MC 46240, Sub. No. 2, Clifton M. 
Denman, dba C. M. Denman, contract carrier extension. Ex- 
aminer Herbert P. Haley. Served Aug. 9. Permit proposed. 
Copper, brass and bronze products and equipment, materials 
and supplies used in or incidental to manufacture of those prod- 
ucts between Port Huron, Mich.. and St. Louis, Mo., and office 
supplies and equipment from St. Louis to Port Huron, over 
irregular routes, 
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Pennsylvania (Uniontown)—-MC 42090, Sub. No. 1, &. p. 
Abel, common carrier extension. Examiner Mack Miyers, 
Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Explosive and blasting 
supplies between points in designated Pennsylvania area, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in Md., O., Pa. and W. Va, 
over irregular routes. 

New York (Binghamton)—MC 31334, Sub. No. 2, Donald 
W. Smith, dba Smith’s Transfer, contract carrier extension, 
Examiner Harold L. Seaman. Served Aug. 9. Permit pro. 
posed. Merchandise dealt in by wholesale, retail and chain 
grocery and food business houses, and equipment, etc., used 
in conduct of such business, from Waverly, N. Y., to points jn 
specified Pennsylvania counties, over irregular routes, and 
damaged or rejected shipments and aforesaid equipment, etc, 
on return. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC 27578, Baldwin Transporta- 
tion Corporation, common carrier application. Examiner R, J. 
Burns. Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operation, groceries and cleaning compounds from New York 
City to points in specified New York counties, and telephone 
supplies and equipment and office furniture and equipment be- 
tween New York City, on the one hand, and points in speci- 
fied New Jersey area, on the other, over irregular routes. Find- 
ing proposed that applicant’s operations in interstate and for- 
eign commerce between points in New York City commercial 
zone, except those performed for the Pennsylvania Railroad 
between points in New York City, are within exemption ap- 
proved in section 203 (b) (8) of the act and subject to regula- 
tion only in so far as provisions of section 204 (a) are ap- 
plicable. 

Vermont (Rutland)—MC 22992, Sub. No. 1, Mark Porter 
and Harry M. Porter, co-partners, dba M. Porter & Son, com- 
mon carrier extension. Examiner R. J. Flood, Jr. Served 
Aug. 9. Denial proposed. Newsprint paper in rolls between 
Glen Falls, N. Y. and Rutland, Vt., over irregular routes. 

Ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 12234, Joseph S. Lawrence. dba 
Autoway Travel Bureau, broker application. Examiner F. D, 
Binkley. Served Aug. 9. Denial proposed. Casual, occasional 
or reciprocal transportation of passengers by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, for compensation, by per- 
sons not engaged in transportation by motor vehicle as a reg- 
ular occupation. The examiner said the transportation pro- 
posed to be arranged for by applicant, “who is not and does not 
propose to engage in any other type of brokerage operations,” 
was presently exempted from the certificate and permit provi- 
sions of the act, that, therefore, no authority was required 
for the proposed broker operation, and that there was no sub- 
stantial evidence to indicate that the continuance of opera- 
tions, such as that proposed. would be consistent with the pub- 
lic interest or the national transnortation policy. 

Indiana (Monticello)—-MC 2967, Sub. No. 1, Carl Brewer 
and Dale Brewer, co-partners, dba Brewer Brothers, contract 
carrier extension. Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served Aug. 9. 
Denial proposed. Specified commodities between designated 
points in Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky and Missouri. 

Wisconsin (Superior)—MC 309, Sub. No. 3, Hill Ware- 
house & Trucking Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 
96. Served Aug. 9. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, serving Clam Falls, Wis., as off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s present regular route op- 
eration between St. Croix Falls, Wis., and Duluth, Minn.. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

California (Fresno)—-MC 102435, Sub. No. 1, Maurice A. 
Meyer, contract carrier application. Joint board 75. Served 
Aug 11. Permit proposed. Coal from rail heads in Tulare, 
Fresno, Tuolumne, Mariposa, Madera, Kern and Kings counties, 
Calif., to Civilian Conservation Corps camps in those counties, 
over irregular routes. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Arkansas (Fort Smith)—-MC 29955, Sub. No. 2, Ralph 
England, dba England Bros. Truck Line, common carrier ¢x- 
tension. Joint board 215. Served Aug 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between Levy 
and Camp Robinson, Ark., and between Palarm and Camp 
Robinson, over specified routes, and return over those routes 
with no service to intermediate points. 

IMinois (Chicago)—-MC 86779, Sub. No. 3, Illinois Central 
Railroad Co., common carrier extension. Examiner Curtis C. 
Henderson. Served Aug 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodit'‘es, with exceptions, between Clinton, Ill., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Minonk, Havana, Champaign, Gilman 
and Centralia, Ill.; between Springfield, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Clinton and Alhambra, IIl., and between 
Mattoon, Ill., on the one hand, and, on the other, Mt. Pulaski. 
Sandoval, Kankakee, Palestine and Grayville, Ill., over specifie 
routes, subject to conditions, including one that the service 1 
be performed be limited to service auxiliary or supplementa 
to applicant’s railroad service. 

Indiana (Fort Wayne)—MC 102572, Charles Orville Cle" 
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dba Time Corners Trucking, contract carrier application. Joint 
poard 60. Served Aug. 12. Permit proposed. Crushed stone 
from France Stone Quarry, 2% miles north of Convoy, O., to 
Fort Wayne, over a regular route, with no service at inter- 
mediate or off-route points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oregon (Condon)—MC 102551, Earl Myers, dba Myers 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served 
Aug. 12. Denial proposed. Specified commodities between des- 
ignated counties in Ore. and Wash. Twenty-five days for 
exceptions. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 102504, Bernice Stephenson, 
dba Oakes Transfer Co., common carrier application. Joint 
poard 80. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, in performance of collection and 
delivery service at Seattle and in radial service between Seattle, 
on the one hand, and points within three miles of Seattle, on 
the other, over irregular routes. Twenty-five days for ex- 
ceptions. 

/ Oregon (Portland)—-MC 102460, A. A. Blankenship and 
Joe Van Newhouse, dba Blankenship & Newhouse, common 
carrier application. Joint board 45. Served Aug. 12. Denial, 
for want of prosecution, proposed. Wrecked or disabled auto- 
mobiles, in tow-away or drive-away service, between points 
in Oregon and Washington, over irregular routes. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)-MC 102424, Michael Rigelhof 
and A. Baier, partners, dba Rigelhof Freight, common carrier 
application. Joint board 146. Served Aug. 12. Denial pro- 
posed. General commodities between points in designated Iowa 
and Minnesota counties, over regular and irregular routes. 

Indiana (Munster)—MC 102401, Jess F. Brown and M. K. 
Smith, partners, dba Jess F. Brown Trucking Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served Aug. 12. 
Certificate proposed. Heavy machinery, contractors’ equipment, 
materials and supplies, and commodities requiring special equip- 
ment and special handling, over irregular routes, between 
points in designated Indiana and Michigan counties. 

Louisiana (Bogalusa)— MC 102287, C. A. Smith, common 
carrier application. Joint board 28. Served Aug. 12. Denial, 
for want of prosecution, proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in La. and Miss.. over irregular routes. 

lowa (Dunlap)—MC 102097, Awalt Rodasky, common 
carrier application. Joint board 138. Served Aug. 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Feed and building materials from Omaha, Neb., 
to Dunlap and points within 10 miles thereof, and live stock 
between Dunlap and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and Omaha, on the other. 

New Jersey (Trenton)—-MC 101932, Sidney Hubscher, 
dba Hub Express, contract carrier application. Examiner G. 
E. Proudley. Served Aug. 12. Permit proposed. New furni- 
ture, pianos, organs, radios and household electrical appliances 
between Trenton, on the one hand, and points in Pennsylvania 
within 30 miles of Trenton and points in specified New York 
counties, on the other, over irregular routes. 


Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 96414, James F. Beitler, dba 
Beitler’s Auto Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner 
Samuel M. Badian. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. 
Continuance of operation, race horses, and equipment in same 
vehicle with race horses, between points in Md., Del., N. Y., Pa., 
N. J., Va. D. C. and specified points in W. Va., Ky. and 
S. C., over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Ardmore)—MC 79736, Sub. No. 1, Southern 
Trucks, Inc., common carrier extension. Examiner James C. 
Cheseldine. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Natural 
gas and petroleum field machinery, supplies, etc., between 
points in specified portions of Illinois, Indiana and Kentucky, 
over irregular routes. 


Washington (Tacoma)—MC 74594, Sub. No. 1, McLean 
The Mover, Inc., common carrier extension. Examiner F. Roy 
Linn. Served Aug. 12. Denial proposed. Household goods 
between points in specified Washington counties and points 
It Idaho, Montana and Utah, over irregular routes. Twenty- 
five days for exceptions. 
Florida (Jacksonville)—MC 71983, Sub. No. 10, Florida 
Motor Lines Corporation, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 205. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, 
baagage, express, mail and newspapers between Jacksonville 
and Maxville, Fla. between Jacksonville and Green Cove 
Springs, Fla., and between Kissimmee and Okeechobee. Fla., 
over specified routes, serving all intermediate points. 

Georgia (Augusta)—-MC 62690, Sub. No. 1, Carey F. 
Weathers, dba Carey F. Weathers Transfer & Storage Co.. 
common carrier application. Examiner Richard Yardley. Served 
Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Household goods between Au- 
gusta, Ga., and points within 100 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Fla., N. J., Va., Ala. and Miss., 
over irregular routes, 
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Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 61427, Sub. No. 1, Meyer 
Levinson, dba Victory Storage Co., common carrier extension. 
Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served Aug. 12. Denial proposed. 
Specified commodities between points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., 
N..J,, Ni ¥ N.C, O.. Pa, BR. 1; Va... and W. Va..and D.C. 
over irregular routes. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—-MC 61265, Sub. No. 5, Southeast- 
ern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 25. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, serving specified points near 
Milan, Tenn., as off-route points, and between Hopkinsville, 
Ky., and Nashville, Tenn., over U. S. 41-W, as an alternate 
route, serving no intermediate points. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 52385, Sub. No. 6, Kansas 
City-Illinois Express, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 195. Served Aug. 12. Dismissal proposed, on request 
of applicant. General commodities between Kansas City and 
Chicago, Ill., between St. Joseph, Mo., and Chicago, and be- 
tween St. Joseph and Kansas City, over regular routes. 

Nebraska (Grand Island)—-MC 49504, Sub. No. 3, Bernard 
L. McCue, dba McCue Transfer, common carrier extension. 
Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served Aug. 12. Certificate 
proposed. Salt from Lyons, Kan., to points in Minn., Mo., N. 
D. and S. D., over irregular routes, with no transportation for 
compensation on return. 

West Virginia (Huntington)—-MC 44147, Sub. No. 1, Nolen 
Scott, contract carrier application. Joint board 61. Served 
Aug. 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Beer and 
empty containers between Newark and Bellaire, O., on the one 
hand, and Logan, W. Va., on the other, over irregular routes. 

South Carolina (Hartsville)—-MC 42204, Carroll Thomas 
Jordan, contract carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCas- 
lin. Served Aug. 12. On reconsideration, modification of find- 
ings in prior report, 24 M. C. C. 478, proposed. Permit pro- 
posed for continuance of operation as to the following com- 
modities, in quantities of not less than 8,000 pounds; cork cots, 
cork cot grinders and reconditioned paper products, between 
Hartsville, S. C., on the one hand, and points in N. C., Va., 
Ga., and specified area in Tennessee, on the other, between 
Rockingham, N. C., and points in S. C., and from Hartsville 
and Rockingham to Charleston, S. C.; paper mill machinery 
and supplies and materials used in manufacture of reconditioned 
paper products, between Hartsville and Rockingham. 

Florida (Tampa)—MC 36473, Sub. No. 13, Central Truck 
Lines, Inc.,,common carrier extension. Joint board 205. Served 
Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Jacksonville, Fla., and Cecil Field, Fla. (Naval 
Base No. 2), over specified route. 

Texas (San Antonio)—-MC 35846, Sub. No. 9, H. H. Lawler, 
dba Alamo Freight Lines, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 77. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between specified Texas points, 
over regular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Corpus Christi)—-MC 33824, McCray Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Roy 
R. Waterbury. Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, household goods, between specified Texas 
territory, on the one hand, and points in N. M., Okla., Kan., 
Tll., Mo., Ark., and La., on the other, over irregular routes. 


IMinois (Dixon)—MC 30890, Sub. No. 1, Fred P. Miller, dba 
Miller Transport, common carrier extension. Joint board 73. 
Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Trucks and truck chassis 
from factories or assembly plants in Warren township, Macomb 
county, Mich., to points in specified Illinois area, and automo- 
biles from factories or assembly plants in Wayne county, Mich., 
to Spring Valley, Ill., over irregular routes, in initial move- 
ments only. 


Georgia (Augusta)—-MC 30821, Sub. No. 1, R. O. Harrison, 
common carrier extension. Examiner Richard Yardley. Served 
Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. Household goods between Au- 
gusta, Ga., and points within 100 miles thereof, to points in 
S. C., N. C. and Tenn., over irregular routes. 

Virginia (Winchester)—-MC 30148, Sub. No. 1, J. M. Grove, 
dba Spotswood Transfer Co., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 108. Served Aug. 12. Denial proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Front Royal, Va., and Vis- 
cose Plant, Va., over specified route. 

South Dakota (Sioux Falls)—-MC 29120, Sub. No. 5, Wilson 
Storage & Transfer Co., common carrier extension. Exam- 
iner C. Garofalo. Served Aug. 12. Denial proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Sioux Falls and speci- 
fied points in Minnesota, over regular route, and dairy products 
between Woonsocket, S. D., and Sioux City, Ia., Omaha, Neb., 
and Chicago, IIl., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Janesville)—MC 15432, Sub. No. 2, Clyde A. 
Jewett and Clarence H. Ward, dba J. & W. Transfer & Storage 
Co., common carrier extension. Examiner Reece Harrison. 
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Served Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. New, remodeled or re- 
finished church, mortuary or auditorium furniture and equip- 
ment, from Janesville to points in Del., Ia., Ky., Md., Mich., 
Minn., Mo., Neb., N. J., N. Y., O., Pa. and D. C.; household 
goods between points in Rock, Jefferson and Walworth coun- 
ties, Wis., and points in Del., Ky., and Neb., over irregular 
routes. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 2309, Sub. No. 7, Gillette Motor Trans- 
port, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 77. Served 
Aug. 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Abilene, Tex., and Camp Barkeley, Tex., over 
irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 200, Sub. No. 13, Riss & Co., 
Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 36. Served Aug. 
12. Denial proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Victory Junction, Kan., and St. Joseph, Mo., over regu- 
lar route, serving Liberty, Mo., as off-route point. 

Rhode Island (Central Falls)—-MC 102586, Roland Arthur 
Berard, dba Berard’s Petroleum Transportation, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 134. Served Aug. 13. Denial of 
permit proposed. Fuel oils and gasoline between Providence, 
East Providence, Tiverton, and Pawtucket, R. I., on the one 
hand, and points in Mass., on the other. 

Louisiana (Baton Rouge)—-MC 102546, Blue Flash Express, 
Inc., contract carrier application. Joint board 28. Served Aug. 
13. Permit recommended. Roofing and roofing materials, 
in truckload lots, New Orleans, La., to points in Miss., and La., 
and wallboard, Meridian, Miss., to points in La. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 102455, J. E. Johnson, dba Cali- 
fornia Northwest Motor Freight, common carrier application. 
Joint board 5. Served Aug. 13. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in Calif., Ore., and Wash. Twenty-five days for excep- 
tions. 

New Jersey (Trenton)—-MC 102420, Joseph William Poe, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 67. Served Aug. 13. 
Permit proposed. Specified commodities, Philadelphia, Pa., 
to Paterson, N. J. 

Louisiana (Bogalusa)—-MC 102253, Ira R. Dunaway, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 28. Served Aug. 13. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Lumber, furniture, and 
live stock between points in La., and Miss. 

Wisconsin (Columbus)—-MC 102082, Fred W. Hiney, dba 
Hiney Transfer & Oil Co., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Reece Harrison. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. 
Household goods between Columbus, Wis., and points within 
50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in IIl., Ind., Ia., 
and Minn., on the other. 

Louisiana (Clinton)—-MC 102065, Charles Henry Andrews 
and Charles Rist Andrews, co-partners, dba C. H. Andrews & 
Son. Joint board 28. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities, including live stock, between points 
in La., and Miss. 


North Carolina (North Wilkesboro)—-MC 100469, Sub. 2, 
Parkway Bus Co., Inc.,, Winston Salem extension. Examiner 
W. W. McCaslin. Served Aug. 13. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
Winston-Salem and Salisbury, N. C. 


iNinois (Blue Mound)—MC 89099, Sub. 1, Dale Nicholls, ex- 
tension of operations—Wisconsin. Examiner James C. Chesel- 
dine. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. Farm machinery 
and implements and parts thereof, Coldwater, O., La Porte, 
Ind., and Des Moines and Charles City, Ia., and Racine, Wis., 
to a defined area in southern Illinois and St. Louis, Mo. 


New Mexico (Albuquerque)—MC 71223, Sub. 3, C. L 
Gaines, dba C. I. Gaines Transfer & Storage, extension—Utah. 
Examiner R. J. Burns. Served Aug. 13. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Household goods between points in N. M., Ariz., 
Colo., Okla., Tex., and Utah. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 266, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., extension—Harvard-Hebron, Ill. Ex- 
aminer F. D. Binkley. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed, 
subject to conditions, one of which that the service be limited 
to that which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway express 
service. General commodities in express service, between Har- 
vard and Hebron, IIl. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 65779, Sub. 2, Dallas & Ft. Worth 
Motor Freight Lines, Inc., extension—aircraft plant. Joint 
board 77. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Fort Worth, Tex., on the 
one hand, and points within 9 miles northwest thereof, on the 
other. The purpose of the proposal is to serve an aircraft 
assembly plant, about 6 miles northwest of Fort Worth, and 
anchorage and dock space for seaplanes, about 9 miles north- 
west of Fort Worth, now undergoing construction. Hearing 
on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 59840, Sub. 2, On-Time Transfer 
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Co., extension—Fort Crook. Joint board 93. Served Aug. 13. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Omaha and Fort Crook, Neb. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 53869, Sub. 1, H. J. 
Jeffries, extension of operations, embracing Sub. 3, Same, 
heavy machinery extension. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served 
Aug. 13. Certificate proposed in MC 53869, Sub. 1, machinery, 
materials, supplies and equipment incidental to or used in the 
construction, development, operation and maintenance of facili- 
ties for the discovery, development and production of natural 
gas and petroleum, between points in Okla.; and in MC 53869, 
Sub. 3, road building machinery and parts therefor, Peoria, 
Ill., to points in Tex., and from Chicago and Springfield, Ill, 
La Porte, Indianapolis and Evansville, Ind., and Cedar Rapids, 
Ia., to points in Okla., and Tex. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 265, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., extension—Amboy-Dixon. Examiner 
F. D. Binkley. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed, subject to 
conditions, one of which that the service be limited to that 
which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway express service. 
General commodities, in express service, between Amboy and 
Dixon, Ill., over U. S. highway 52. 

lowa (Sioux City)—-MC 52598, Harley T. Thacker, dba 
Thacker Transportation Co., contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer M. B. Driscoll. Served Aug. 13. Permit proposed. Con- 
tinued operation, fresh meats and packing house products, 
Sioux City to Chicago, and supplies and equipment used in the 
operation of packing houses in the reverse direction. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—MC 50242, Sub. 3, Folse Dray- 
age Co., Inc., extension—boats and trees. Joint board 28. 
Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. Trees between points 
in Miss., on the one hand, and New Orleans, La., and points in 
La., within 10 miles of the city limits of New Orleans, on the 
other, and boats between points in La., and Miss. 

West Virginia (Huntington)—-MC 47142, Sub. 2, C. IL 
Whitten Transfer Co., extension of operations. Examiner G. P. 
Werner. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. Explosives 
and blasting supplies between all points in Ky., O., Va., W. Va., 
and that part of N. C., west of U. S. highway 220. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 45919, Sub. 1, Freight Broker- 
age & Transit Co., extension—Twin Cities area. Joint board 
145. Served Aug. 13. Dismissal of application for a certificate 
proposed at request of applicant. General commodities between 
points in Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and the vicinity 
thereof. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 41098, Busy Bee Transfer & Storage 
Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner B, E. Wil- 
liams. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. Continued opera- 
tions, household goods, between points in Ala., Ark., Calif. 
Colo., Ga., Ill., Ind., Kan., La., Miss., Mo., N. J., N. M, N. Y., 
O., Okla., Pa., S. C., Tenn, Tex., and W. Va. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 30250, Sub. 7, Houston and North 
Texas Motor Freight Lines, Inc., extension—aircraft plants. 
Joint board 77. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Fort Worth, Tex., on 
the one hand, and the sites of the new army bomber assembly 
plant and anchorage and dock space, approximately 6 and 9 
miles, respectively, northwest of Fort Worth, on the other. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Fort Worth)—MC 30212, Sub. 2, O. K. Warehouse 
Co., Inc., extension—general commodities. Joint board 77. 
Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
between Fort Worth, on the one hand, and the sites of the 
new army bomber plant and anchorage and dock space approxl- 
mately 6 and 9 miles, respectively, northwest of Fort Worth, 
on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (Jamestown)—-MC 2538, Norman Lawson, A. 
Joseph Oliver, and John H. Young, dba Lawson Transporta- 
tion Lines, common carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proud- 
ley. Served Aug. 13. Denial of permit or certificate proposed 
under the grandfather clauses. General commodities in inter- 
state or foreign commerce. Applicant sought to operate be- 
tween points in N. Y., Pa., N. J., Conn., and Mass. 

Texas (Fort Worth)—-MC 1968, Sub. 5, David C. Hall, an 
individual, dba D. C. Hall Motor Transportation, army camps 
extension. Joint board 164. Served Aug. 13. Certificate pro- 
posed. Such commodities as require refrigeration and pack- 
ing-house food products which do not require refrigeration, 
Alexandria, La., to Camp Claiborne, Camp Beauregard, and 
Camp Livingstone, La. 

Missouri (Harwood)—MC 1915, Sub. 1, H. S. Clark, 
extension of operations. Joint board 55. Served Aug. 13. 
Denial of certificate for want of prosecution proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities, including live stock, in Ia., Kan., and Mo. 

New York (New York)—MC 1649, Sub. 10, Railway Ex- 
press Motor Transport, Inc., extension—Logansport to Rich- 
mond. Joint board 72. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed, 
subject to conditions, one of which that the service be limited 
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to that which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway or air 
express service. General commodities, moving in express serv- 
ie, over a regular route between Logansport, Ind., and Rich- 
mond, Ind., and alternate routes between Logansport and 
Kokomo, Kokomo and Elwood, Logansport and Elwood, and 
Middletown and Newcastle. Applicant is a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of the Railway Express Agency, Inc. 

South Dakota (Webster)—MC 511, Sub. 1, Paul Gruby and 
Frank Gruby, dba Gruby Transfer, extension—Twin Cities 
area. Joint board 145. Served Aug. 13. Denial of certificate 
for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities be- 
tween points in Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and the 
vicinity thereof. 

Pennsylvania (York)—MC 183, Sub. 4, Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc., extension—Oakland, Md., and Bluefield, Va. Joint board 
63. Served Aug. 13. Certificate recommended. Petroleum 
products, coal tar products, liquid fuels, and comercial solvents, 
in bulk, in tank trucks, between Morgantown, W. Va., and 
Oakland, Md., and between Cabin Creek, W. Va., and Blue- 
field, Va. 

New York (New York)—MC 1649, Sub. 8, Railway Ex- 
press Motor Transport, Inc., extension—South Bend to Demotte. 
Joint board 72. Served Aug. 13. Certificate proposed, subject 
to conditions, one of which that the service be limited to 
that which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway or air ex- 
press service. General commodities, moving in express service 
over a regular route between South Bend and Demotte, Ind., 
and an alternate route between South Bend and junction of 
Indiana highways 23 and 123. 

Kentucky (Liberty)—-MC 102578, Leslie Sanders, common 
carrier application. Joint board 37. Served Aug. 14. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Household goods between Cincinnati, O., 
and Liberty, Ky. 

Utah (Blanding)—-MC 102512, Sub. No. 1, Jesse Johnson 
and Anthon Black, contract carrier application. Joint board 
213. Served Aug. 14. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Ore, points in San Juan county, Utah, to Egner, Colo., and 
points within 10 miles thereof. Twenty-five days for excep- 
tions. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—MC 102411, Southwest Freight 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 140. 
Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Dried beans, points in 
Neb., to points in Kan., and Mo. 

lowa (Underwood)—MC 102339, Vern Bertelsen, common 
carrier application. Joint board 138. Served Aug. 14. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Live stock, feed, and grain, Underwood and 
points in Iowa within 15 miles thereof, to Omaha, Neb., live 
stock, farm machinery, farm machinery parts, and building 
materials on return to Underwood and points in Iowa within 
15 miles thereof, and live stock, Pender and Tekamah, Neb., 
to Underwood and points in Iowa within 15 miles thereof. 

Illinois (Benton)—-MC 102327, David Curtis Wilhelm, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner P. H. Dawson. Served 
Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Race horses and horse racing 
equipment, between points in Ark., Ill., Ind., Ia., Ky., La., 
Mich., Miss., Mo., Neb., O., Tenn., and Tex. 

Wisconsin (Boscobel)—-MC 101633, Vernie Collins, common 
carrier application, embracing MC, Gus A. Eng, common carrier 
application, MC 101635, Laurel George, common carrier appli- 
cation, and MC 101646, Irvin Withrow, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner C. F. Price. Served Aug. 14. Certificates 
proposed. Live stock, points in Wis., to points in IIl., and Ia. 

Washington (Seattle)—MC 100471, Sub. 2, Dependable 
Tank Transport, Inc., Idaho extension. Joint board 81. Served 
Aug. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Petroleum and prod- 
ucts, in tank trucks, points in Wash., and Ore., to points in 
Utah. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 


\llinois (Centralia)—-MC 100336, Sub. No. 1, Floyd John- 
son, dba Floyd Johnson Trucking Co., extension of operations— 
Illinois. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Served Aug. 14. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Machinery, materials, supplies and equipment 
Incidental to, or used in or in connection with, the discovery, 
development, construction, operation, and maintenance of facili- 
les for the discovery, development, and production of natural 
gas and petroleum between points in Ill., Ind., and Ky., and 
between points in that territory, on the one hand, and points 
In Kan., and Ia., on the other. 

Massachusetts (Taunton)—-MC 95713, Sub. 2, James Sylvia, 
extension of operations—road building materials. Joint board 
134. Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Sand, gravel, 
stone, cement and excavating materials between points in R. I., 
on the one hand, and points in Mass., and Conn., on the other. 

lowa (Essex)—-MC 93947, Sub. 2, Bernard L. Johnson, dba 
Ben Johnson Coal & Transfer, extension—Kansas City. Joint 
board 192. Served Aug. 14. Certificate recommended. Gen- 
tral commodities, with exceptions, and specified commodities 
betwee 4 points in Ia., Mo., and Neb. 

West Virginia (Huntington)—MC 89972, Sub. 2, L. J. Navy, 
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common carrier application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served 
Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Malt beverages, Louisville, Ky., 
Cincinnati and Cleveland, O., Ft. Wayne, Ind., and Pittsburgh, 
Pa., to Charleston, W. Va., and empty malt beverage containers 
in the reverse direction, and malt beverages from Louisville 
and Pittsburgh to Huntington, W. Va., and empty beverage 
containers in the reverse direction. 

Indiana (Vincennes)—MC 69892, Sub. 2, Herbert O. Klein, 
extension—fencing and roofing. Joint board 58. Served Aug. 
14. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Ill., O., and Ind. 

Virginia (Galax)—-MC 63417, Sub. 1, Blue Ridge Transfer 
Co., Inc., extension of operations. Examiner C. Garofalo. 
Served Aug. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. New furniture 
and furniture supplies between Galax and Marion, Va., and Mt. 
Airy, N. C., on the one hand, and points in Conn., Del., Ga., IIl., 
Ind., Ky., Md., Mich., N. J., N. Y., N. C., O., Pa., S. C., Tenn., 
Va., W. Va., and D. C., on the other, and general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in the states named and D. C., 
on the one hand, and points in a specified territory in Va., and 
N. C., on the other. 

Arkansas (Fort Smith)—-MC 59496, Sub. 2, Mercury Mo- 
tors, Inc., camp Robinson extension. Joint board 215. Served 
Aug. 14. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Levy, Ark., and Camp Joseph T. Robinson, 
Ark. 

Kansas (Kansas City)—-MC 41139, Sub. No. 1, R. D. Part- 
ridge, dba Flying Quail Truck Service, extension of operations. 
Joint board 195. Served Aug. 14. Denial of permit proposed. 
General commodities between points in Kan., Ill., and Kansas 
City, Mo. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 38464, Sub. 4, Fruit Delivery 
Co., extension of operations. Joint board 80. Served Aug. 14. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Seattle, Wash., and Dryden, Wash. Twenty-five days 
for exceptions. 

North Carolina (Lumberton)—MC 31865, Sub. 1, Mrs. J. T. 
Collins, dba Collins Transfer & Storage, extension of opera- 
tions—lumber. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served Aug. 14. 
Certificate proposed. Lumber, Lumberton, N. C., to points in 
S. C., Va., W. Va., Md., and D. C. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—MC 31825, Sub. 2, Mike Heck’s 
Delivery Service, Inc., second extension. Joint board 28. Served 
Aug. 14. Dismissal of application for certificate proposed at 
request of applicant. Specified commodities between Pasca- 
goula and Kreole, Miss., and New Orleans. 

Pennsylvania (Latrobe)—-MC 26066, Sub. 1, A. J. Degitz, 
dba A. J. Degitz Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner 
Mack Myers. Served Aug. 14. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. Steel, steel castings, molds, steel products, and ma- 
chinery between Latrobe and points in the vicinity thereof and 
points in Mich., O., and W. Va. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—MC 22268, Sub. 5, Philadelphia- 
Detroit Lines, Inc., alternate route application. Examiner 
Richard Yardley. Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. New 
automobiles, in truckaway service, Detroit, Mich., and points 
within 5 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Augusta, Ga., and 
all points in Fla., traversing but not serving O., Ky., Tenn., Pa., 
Md., Va., N. C., S. C., Ga., and D. C., on the other. 

New Jersey (Montclair) MC 22122, Charles Leonard 
Mickens, dba Mickens Coal & Ice Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served Aug. 14. Denial of 
certificate or permit proposed under the grandfather clauses. 
Coal, points in Pa., to points in N. J. 

New Jersey (Irvington)—-MC 21901, William E. Jayne, 
dba W. J. Trucking, common carrier application. Examiner T. 
M. Hanrahan. Served Aug 14. Certificate proposed. Coal, 
Scranton, Pa., and points within 15 miles thereof, to Newark, 
N. J., and points in N. J., within 15 miles thereof; air condition- 
ing equipment, Bloomfield, N. J., to points in Conn., N. Y., and 
Pa.; and lumber, Newark to points in Pa. 


Maryland (Hagerstown)—-MC 17020, Sub. 2, Blue Ridge 
Transportation Co., extension—U. S. highway 11. Joint board 65. 
Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers betwen Shippensburg and Carlisle, Pa. Hearing 
on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


New Jersey (Whippany)—-MC 17006, Cardinale Trucking 
Corporation, common carrier application. Examiner R. J. 
Burns. Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed as to continued 
operations, general commodities, with exceptions, road building 
machinery, and stoves, between points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., 
N. J., N. Y., and Pa., and permit proposed as to continued opera- 
tion, pulpboard, paper boxes, waste paper, and skids, between 
Whippany, N. J., and points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., N. Y., Pa., 
and R. I., and between Hoboken, N. J., and Whippany. The 
examiner proposed that dual operation be authorized. He rec- 
ommended that applicant’s transportation of rags and waste 
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paper be found to be performed as a private carrier and not 
subject to the act except as to the provisions of section 204(a). 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 13925, Sub. 2, Mound City For- 
warding Co., Inc., extension—Weldon Springs, Mo. Joint board 
179. Served Aug. 14. Denial of certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between St. Louis and Weldon 
Springs Ordnance Plant, Mo., and between Weldon Springs 
Ordnance Plant and points within 2 miles thereof. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 10897, Sub. 18, Acme Freight 
Lines, Inc., naval air base. Joint board 205. Served Aug 14. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Jacksonville and naval base No. 2 (Cecil Field), Fla. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 2863, Sub. 7, Rio Grande Motor 
Way, Inc., extension of operations—Spanish Fork. Joint board 
207. Served Aug. 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Springville Utah, and the junc- 
tion of U. S. highway 6 and relocated U. S. highway 50, over re- 
located U. S. highway 50. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC 1649, Sub. 9, Railway Express 
Motor Transport, Inc., extension—Logansport to Crown Point. 
Joint board 72. Served Aug 14. Certificate proposed, subject 
to conditions, one of which that the service be limited to that 
which is auxiliary or supplemental to railway or air express 
service. General commodities, moving in express service, be- 
tween Logansport and Crown Point, Ind. 

Arkansas (Pine Bluff)—-MC 889, Sub. 7, Southeast Arkansas 
Freight Line, Inc., extension—carbon black. Joint board 164. 
Served Aug. 14. Certificate recommended. Carbon black, 
Sterlington, La., over Louisiana highway 815 to junction U. S. 
highway 165, and return with no transportation for compensation 
over the same route. 


VIRGINIAN LINE EXTENSION 


The Virginian Railway Co. has filed a petition in Finance 
No. 11991, its application for authority to construct and operate 
an extension of its line a distance of 8 miles in Wyoming 
county, W. Va., asking the Commission for further modification 
of its certificate in this proceeding so as to extend the time 
prescribed for completion of the line from September 1, 1941, 
to September 1, 1943. 

In its petition the Virginian says that it began the con- 
struction, as authorized, on June 29, 1938; that it has now com- 
pleted a portion 0.42 miles in length; that a contract for the 
steel superstructure for a bridge across Guyandot river was 
let June 11, 1941; that a contract for the concrete substructure 
of that bridge was let July 14, 1941; that about 93 per cent 
of the right of way for the entire line has now been purchased; 
that the petitioner has expended $77,000 for rights of way and 
construction until this time, and that the estimated cost of 
the remaining 7.4 miles of the line, including the bridge, is 
approximately $400,000. The petitioner says it will be unable 
to complete the construction by September 1, 1941. 


Coordinated Rail-Truck Service 


Asserting that the proposed purchase was in furtherance 
of the Southern Pacific Company’s plan to develop coordinated 
rail-truck service generally throughout its system, Examiner 
Vernon V. Baker of the section of finance of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Motor Carriers, in a proposed report, served Aug. 
14, in MC F-1408, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., purchase, A. D. 
McKeeby, embracing MC F-1457, Same, purchase, Bertha I. 
Danenhauer, et al., has recommended that the Commission 
authorize purchase by Pacific Motor, of San Francisco, Calif., 
of operating rights and property of S. A. Morales, Matt Danen- 
hauer, and Bertha I. Danenhauer, dba Morales Freight Lines, 
of Clifton, Ariz. 

Relying on the Commission’s decision in Baggert Trans- 
portation Co., Purchase, Bishop, 36 M. C. C. 659, wherein it 
was found that a motor carrier operating solely under the 
exemption of the proviso of section 206 (a) of the interstate 
commerce act had no properties within the meaning of section 
5 which the Commission might authorize to be purchase, the 
examiner recommended dismissal, for lack of jurisdiction, the 
application of Pacific Motor, in MC F-1408, for authority to 
purchase operating rights and property of A. D. McKeeby, 
dba Bisbee Transfer & Storage Co., of Bisbee, Ariz. Ac- 
cording to the report, McKeeby operates as a motor common 
carrier of general commodities between points in Arizona in 
an area within a radius of 25 miles of Bisbee. Morales operates 
as a common carrier of general commodities between E] Paso, 
Tex., and Glenbar, Ariz., via New Mexico points, and Duncan 
and Safford, Ariz., over U. S. highways 80 and 70. 

Pacific Motor is a wholly-owned subsidiary of the South- 
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ern Pacific Co. The examiner said, among other things, that 
consummation of the transaction would enable the railroad 
with its subsidiary to render an improved and speedier service 
to the points involved, particularly those in the vicinity of 
Safford, Duncan, Clifton, and Morenci. It is provided that if 
the authority granted is exercised, the operating rights pur- 
chased shall be modified, coincident with the purchase, by ex- 
cluding therefrom all rights to render service from or to, 
or interchange traffic at, any point not a station on the railroad 
if such point is more than 10 miles by highway from such a 
station. 


ERIE PURCHASE OF CHICAGO & ERIE 

In a brief hearing on Aug. 14 in Finance No. 11915, Appli- 
cation of Erie Trustees and Erie to purchase properties of 
the Chicago & Erie and assume obligations, F. K. Thompson 
told Examiners Brinkley and Lyle that the purpose of the 
application was to have that subidiary of the Erie incorporated 
in the parent system, for corporate purposes as it had been for 
a long time for operating and report purposes. That, he indi- 
cated, was the intention with regard to other subsidiaries, the 
incorporation, in this and probably other instances, requiring 
the assumption of obligations and liabilities by the parent com- 
pany. The purpose was to have the incorporation accomplished 
before or coincident with the reorganization of the Erie, he 
indicated. 


K. C.-Omaha Grain Competition 


In view of the Commission’s further order of July 7 re- 
opening for reconsideration the proceedings in No. 28395, Ne- 
braska-Colorado Grain Producers’ Association vs. Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy et al., and No. 28419, the Board of Trade of 
Kansas City, Mo., et al. vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et 
al., the Kansas City Board of Trade as complainant in the lat- 
ter case and intervenor in the former has filed a petition for 
reargument, asserting that “in the light of the history of this 
litigation and the importance of the matters and things in- 
volved, this proceeding should not be reconsidered by the Com- 
mission without reargument by the parties.” 

The petitioner noted that the Commission entered its re- 
port and order in the two proceedings December 2, 1940, find- 
ing the assailed rates not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful 
and dismissing the complaints (see Traffic World, Jan. 11, 
p. 71). The petitioner also observed that the proceeding had 
been reopened for reconsideration on a vote of 6 to 5 and 
added that the closeness of the vote spoke strongly for re- 
argument. Reopening, it said, had been made on petition of 
the Nebraska State Railway Commission, “with a remarkable 
tenacity of purpose,” after the Nebraska commission had en- 
countered an adverse decision for the fifth time. 

As an opponent of the Nebraska commission in the liti- 
gation, the Kansas City Board of Trade had been placed at a 
distinct disadvantage in this proceeding, said the petition, “by 
the fact that the Secretary of Agriculture has elected to throw 
the weight of his influence and persuasiveness on the side of 
the Nebraska State Railway Commission and the so-called as- 
sociation of grain producers known as Nebraska-Colorado 
Grain Producers’ Association in a partisan effort to secure a 
reduction of the rates to Omaha without regard to the fact that 
the same rates apply to Kansas City.” 

“These parties, who do not enjoy the beneficent care of 
the Secretary of Agriculture nor any other officer or agency of 
the federal government,” continued the petition, “seek an op- 
portunity to impress upon the Commission that Kansas City 
is a city in the United States and its residents are citizens of 
the United States and as such are entitled to fair and equal 
treatment before this Commission in the administration of the 
interstate commerce act . . . reargument of the proceedings 
would permit the Kansas City market to endeavor to establish 
in the minds of the Commission the fact that the rates to 
Kansas City are also involved and to demonstrate that if the 
record justifies reductions to Omaha it also justifies like re- 
ductions to Kansas City.” 


LEASE OF STOCK YARD RAILROAD 

Because its parent company, the St. Paul Union Stock- 
yards Co., does not desire to be subject to the Commissions 
jurisdiction pursuant to the Commission’s finding in Ex Parte 
No. 127, Status of Public Stock Yard Companies, that loading 
and unloading of live stock transported by railroad constitutes 
the stockyards company, a railroad within the meaning of the 
interstate commerce act, the Stockyards Railway Co., of South 
St. Paul, Minn., incorporated under Minnesota laws June 20, 
1941, asks the Commission in Finance No. 13401 to .authorize 
acquisition by lease, and operation, by applicant of the railroad 
properties of the St. Paul Union Stockyards Co. 
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The properties which applicant would lease, according to 
the application, consist of railroad live stock chutes, chute-pens, 
chute-alleys, docks and certain holding pens, “together with 
usual appurtenances thereto. The application says the officers 
of the stockyards company hold corresponding positions with 
the applicant; that the railroad properties involved in the pro- 
posed lease are located wholly within Dakota County, Minn.; 
that applicant proposes to issue 100 shares of stock of $50 par 
value a share, all of such issue to be purchased by the parent 
company, and that the lease would be for 25 years from July 
1, 1941, applicant to pay lessor $1,500 rental a month, 

“Applicant is without information,” says the application, 
“as to whether or not said acquisition and operation are within 
the scope of section 5(2) of the act, and this application is made 
to determine such jurisdiction, and in order that applicant may 
properly conform to the law if jurisdiction is present.” 


Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1751, the Commission has suspended from 
August 9 until March 9 the operation of certain schedules 
contained in supplement No. 14 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 7 
of James A. Donaldson, dba Donaldson Transfer, Lincoln, Neb. 
The suspended schedules proposed to establish new and re- 
duced rates on paint, paint ingredients and putty, as follows: 


From Chicago to Lincoln, Neb. Present, L. T. L., ..; 20M, 61. 
Proposed, L. T. L., ..; 18M, 61. From Chicago to Omaha, Neb., and 
Council Bluffs, Ia. Present, L. T. L., ..; 20M, ... Proposed, L. T. L., 
66; 18M, ... 


M—Minimum in thousands of pounds. L. T. L.—Less-truckload. 


In I. and S. M-1752, the Commission has suspended from 
August 9 until March 9 the operation of certain schedules 
published in schedules MF-I. C. C. Nos. 8 and 9 of Thomas 
B. Puryear, Dumbarton, Va. The suspended schedules pro- 
posed to establish new or reduced any-quantity minimum rates 
or charges on lumber of 300 and 500 cents a 1,000 board feet, 
from Baltimore, Md., to Richmond, Va. The present min- 


imum charge on this traffic is 500 cents a 1,000 board feet, in - 


truckload lots. 


In I. and S. M-1753, the Commission has suspended from 
August 11 until March 11 the operation of all schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 10 of 
Stephen De Vries, dba De Vries Transfer, Orange City, Ia. 
The suspended schedules proposed to establish any-quantity 
commodity rates of 40 cents a 100 pounds on butter, eggs, and 
dressed poultry from Alton, Hull, Matlock, Boyden, Orange 
City, Rock Valley, Sanborn and Sheldon, Ia., to Chicago, IIl., 
in lieu of the same or higher commodity rates subject to 
varying minima. 

In I. and S. M-1754, the Commission has suspended from 
August 10 until March 10 the operation of schedule MF-I. 
C. C. No. 8 of Peter Berweiler, Elizabeth, N. J. The sus- 
pended schedule proposed to establish new contract carrier 
any-quantity minimum rates or charges on chemicals from 
Linden, N. J., to destinations in Connecticut, Delaware, Mary- 
land, New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania; and on any- 
quantity minimum rate or charge of 25 cents a unit, applicable 
on returned empty containers. 

In I. and S. M-1755, the Commission has suspended from 
August 10 until March 10 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of Laurel Nix and 
Marvin Nix, dba Nix Bros., Owenton, Ky. The suspended 
schedule proposed to establish a new any-quantity commodity 
rate on general commodities (with certain exceptions) from 
Cincinnati, O., to points in Owen and Grant counties, Ky. 


In I. and S. M-1756, the Commission has suspended from 
August 11 to March 11 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 36 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 186 of 
Agent Lou Hosking, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish less-truckload commodity rates on wool 
In the grease, from 43 South Dakota origins to the Twin Cities, 


Minn., in lieu of present higher class rates. The following is 
illustrative: 


To Minneapolis, Minn., from Gettysburg, S. D. Present, 134; pro- 
bosed, 5614, less-truckload. To Minneapolis, Minn., from Twin Brooks, 
S. D. Present, 93; proposed, 454, less-truckload. 


In I. and S. M-1757, the Commission has suspended from 
August 12 until March 12 certain schedules published in 
Schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of Henry E. Erickson, Cambridge, 
Minn. The suspended schedule proposed to establish a rule 
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reading as follows: “The minimum rate named includes C. O. 
D. collections.” 

In I. and S. 5033, the Commission has suspended from August 
15 until March 15, the operation of certain schedules as published 
in supplement No. 8 to Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad Com- 
pany’s tariff I. C. C. No. 527. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the rates on automobiles, chassis and trailers, in car- 
loads, from Evansville, Ind., to Baton Rouge and New Or- 
leans, La. 

In I. and S. 5034, the Commission has suspended from August 
15 until March 15, the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in The Peninsular & Occidental Steamship Company’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 107. The suspended schedules propose to cancel 
the present rate of 24.5 cents a 100 pounds applicable on lumber, 
any quantity, from Port Tampa, Port Tampa City, Tampa and 
Ybor City, Fla., to Key West, Fla., and to apply class and com- 
bination rates in lieu thereof. 

In I. and S. M-1758, the Commission has suspended from 
August 15 until March 15, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of Alfred J. Everson, Mit- 
chell, S. D. In lieu of higher class rates, the suspended schedules 
proposed to establish on heavy hardware, farm machinery and 
binder twine, any-quantity, from St. Paul and Minneapolis to 
Mitchell, S. D., a commodity rate of 45 cents a 100 pounds; also 
on the same and other commodities, any-quantity, distance com- 
modity rates to apply between points in Iowa, Minnesota, Nebras- 
ka and South Dakota, the following being representative: 


Miles Rate 
(eee ee 17 
GS iS desi oo ta wo'aenes 26 
GS hte ccleaGuaweeeas 36 
RSS cccacnitcetadak 42 


In I. and S. M-1759, the Commission has suspended from 
August 15 until March 15, the operation of certain schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 1 to schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 6 of 
Walter A. Junge, Stockton, Calif. The suspended schedules pro- 
posed to establish the following new minimum rates or charges 
on roofing paper: 


From Portland, Ore., to Seattle, Wash, 40M, 25; 50M, 20. 
Portland, Ore., to Tacoma, Wash., 40M, 25; 50M, 17. 
M—Minimum in thousands of pounds. 


From 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


MC 925, Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., contract carrier application. De- 
nial order entered June 5, modified to become effective November 12 
instead of August 6. 

MC 1896, Boss Lines, Inc., common carrier application. MC 1896, 
Boss Lines, Inc., extension of operations. MC 68949, Boss Lines, Inc., 
contract carrier application. Denial order entered June 3, modified 
only in so far as it denies portion of application in No. MC 1896 (BMC 
1), to become effective September 5 instead of August 6. 

MC 75732, Roy McArthur and G. A. McArthur, dba Anaconda Van 
Lines. Denial order entered January 11, further modified to become 
effective September 15 instead of August 12. 

MC 75732, Roy McArthur and G. A. McArthur dba Anaconda 
Van Lines. Denial order entered January 11, further modified to be- 
come effective August 12 instead of June 12. 

Finance 13172, application of Charles M. Thomson, trustee of the 
Chicago & North Western for certificate permitting abandonment of 
line of railroad extending from Linwood to Hastings, Neb. Railway 
Labor Executives’ Association permitted to intervene. 

Finance 11823, New York, New Haven & Hartford, trustees’ aban- 
donment. Effective date of certificate issued herein on May 26, as 
extended, further extended to September 10. 

No. 28415, reduced less-carload rates in official territory. Proceed- 
ing of investigation discontinued. 

MC 30718, Broser Bros., Inc., common carrier application. Denial 
order entered June 3, further modified to become effective September 
1 instead of August 7. 

In the matter of the filing of various tariffs and supplements by 
Acme Fast Freight, National Carloading Corporation, Old Colony For- 
warding Corporation, Universal Carloading and Distributing Co. Com- 
mission finds that tariffs and supplements so described not in con- 
sonance with section 217(a) of the act and are rejected. 

No. 24579, South Chicago Coal & Dock Co. vs. Belt Railway Co. 
of Chicago et al. No. 27618, South Chicago Coal & Dock Co. vs. Chi- 
cago Short Line Railway Co. et al. No. 28141, South Chicago Coal & 
Dock Co. vs. Chicago Short Line Railway Co. et al. Order entered 
November 26, 1940, as subsequently modified to become effective Sep- 
tember 8, further modified so as to postpone effective date thereof until 
the further order of the Commission. 

MC 44031, Alabama-Mississippi Motor Express, Inc., common car- 
rier application, Laurel, Miss. MC 54666, Sub. No. 4, The Green Truck 
Lines, Inc., Same, Hattiesburg, Miss. MC 60850, Sub. No. 5, McDonough 
Motor Express, Ine., Same, Meridian, Miss. Order entered June 5, 
which by its terms denies a portion of the applications, effective August 
9, modified to the extent that such denial order is to become effective 
November 12. 

No. 24160, divisions of rates, official and southern territories. Pe- 
tition of southern railroads for reconsideration of the subject covered 
by finding 3 of the report on further hearing in this proceeding, 234 
I. C. C. 175, and for modification of the language in that finding, de- 
nied. 
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MC F-1449, R. G. Spitzer, purchase, Byrne Truck Lines, Inc. Ap- 
plication seeking authority under section 5, interstate commerce act. 
to purchase certain operating rights of Byrne Truck Lines, Inc., of 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., dismissed. 

1. & S. M-1084, proportional rates on various commodities. Twenty- 
Sixth Supplemental order June 5, vacated and set aside only in so far 
as it suspends the operation of schedules contained in MF ICC 8 and 
9 of Malkin Motor Freight Co. All other schedules, the operation of 
which was suspended and which may not have been affected by subse- 
quent orders, the said order of June 5, shall remain in full force and 
effect. 


No. 28689, Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. & W. et al. Ken- 
tucky Coal Agency, Inc., permitted to intervene. 
MC 16670, Smith Brothers, revocation of certificate. Matter re- 


opened for oral argument before entire Commission at time and place 
to be fixed. 

MC 29120 Sub. No. 9, Wilson Storage and Transfer Co., extension 
of operations. Applicant’s petition opposing the receipt of motor car- 
rier protestants’ exceptions to recommended order denied. 

MC 38811, Enterprise Trucking Corp., contract carrier application. 
Application denied, effective September 15, it appearing that no peti- 
tion for further hearing has been received from applicant within time 
provided in report of January 3, 27 M. C. C. 264. 

MC 71305, Merle Fullerton, dba Fullerton Transfer and Storage Co. 
Matter reopened for further hearing. Matter referred to Examiner A. F. 
Borroughs for hearing on September 3, at the offices of the Public 
Utilities Commission, Columbus, O., and for recommendation of an 
appropriate order accompanied by reasons therefor, unless parties to 
proceeding agree to omission of such a recommended order. 

MC 86687, Seaboard Air Line Railway, motor operation, Gaston- 
Garnett, S. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension McBee-Sumter, 
S. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No, 2, Same, extension Henderson-Raleigh, N. C.; 
MC 86687 Sub. No. 3, Same, extension Hamlet, N. C.-Columbia, S. C.; 
MC 86687 Sub. No. 4, Same, extension Hamlet-Raleigh, N. C.; MC 86687 
Sub. No. 5, Same, extension Hamlet-Wilmington, N. C.; MC 86687 Sub. 
No. 6, Same, extension Monroe-Rutherfordton, N. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 
7, Same, extension Richmond, Va.-Henderson, N. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 
8, Same, extension, Greenwood-Great Falls, S. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 9, 
Same, extension Jacksonville-Live Oak, Fla.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 10, 
Same, extension Live Oak-River Junction, Fla.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 15, 
Same, extension Monroe-Waxhaw, N. C.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 18, Same, 
extension Jacksenville-Fernandina, Fla.; MC 86687 Sub. No. 19, Same, 
extension Tampa-Sebring, Fla. Matters reopened for further hearing 
at time and place to be fixed, solely to determine whether Condition 3 
as set forth in prior report, 28 M. C. C. 5, should be modified, and if so, 
extent of such modification. 

MC 88370, Landa Motor Lines, contract carrier application. Peti- 
tion filed by protestant, H. E. English, for modification of certificate 
denied. 

MC 88808, Parcel Delivery Service, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 88808 Sub. No. 1, Same, common carrier application; MC 
88845, Same, contract carrier application; and MC 101536, Same, con- 
tract carrier application. Matters reopened for further hearing at time 
and place to be fixed. Order entered July 28, 1938, in MC 88845 dis- 
missing application, vacated and set aside. 

MC 90826, Clayton Fitch, dba Fitch Trucking Co., contract carrier 
application. Matter reopened for reconsideration on present record. 
Recommended order which became effective September 27, 1940, as order 
of Commission, vacated and set aside. 

MC 95690, Fannie Samsky, dba Acorn Express & Van Co., common 
earrier application. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and 
place to be fixed. Recommended order which became effective June 
8, 1939. as order of Commission, vacated and set aside. 

MC 5938, J. J. and E. D. Wellspeak, common carrier application. 
Denial order of June 9 modified to become effective November 12 in- 
stead of August 12. 


MC 11220, Gordons Transports, Inc., common carrier application; 
MC 11220 Sub. No. 3, Same, extension, Morehouse; MC 41432 Sub. No. 4, 
East Texas Motor Freight Lines, common carrier application; and 
MC 52509 Sub. No. 3, Gordon Interstate, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Denial order of June 3 modified to become effective Novernber 
12 instead of August 6. 

MC 12231, Francis L. Bixler, broker application. 
for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC 59559, D. Graff & Sons, contract carrier application. Applicant 
and interveners’ second petition for reconsideration, postponement, re- 
opening and rehearing dismissed. 


Matter reopened 


MC 96262, John H. Edwards, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 
MC 101562, Ray Lucas, common carrier application. Matter re- 


opened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC C-249, shoddy and scoured wool, Pennsylvania and New Jersey 
to North Carolina. Petition filed by Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, to broaden investigation, denied. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. Order 
of August 14, 1940, and other orders heretofore entered herein, modi- 
fied so as to permit respondents to establish on not less than one day’s 
notice rates which shall be no less than rates of 18 cents to New Bruns- 
wick, N. J., and 17 cents to Plainfield, N. J., on driving gear parts, 
army tractor tank, iron or steel, loose, minimum 24,000 pounds, from 
East Penn Junction and Allentown, Pa. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Order of April 
5, 1927, as since amended, further amended to permit establishment, 
over all available routes, without reductions to or from other points, 
of a rate of 16% cents a 100 pounds on spent sulphuric acid, in tank 
cars, carload minimum weight 80,000 pounds, from Atlas, Mo., to Little 
Rock, Ark., such rate to be observed as maximum at directly inter- 
mediate points of origin and destination via routes over which rate is 
established. Order of April 5, 1927, as since amended, further amended 
to permit establishment, without reductions to or from other points, 
of a rate of $3.70 a ton of 2,000 pounds, on caustic soda, in solution, 
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in tank cars, from Corpus Christi and Dow, to Bastrop, La., and of a 
rate of $9.25 a ton of 2,000 pounds, on liquefied chlorine gas, in tank 
ears, from Corpus Christi, Tex., to Bastrop, La., such rates to be 
observed as maxima at directly intermediate points of origin and des- 
tination via routes over which rates are established. 

MC 1425, Overland Freight Lines, Inc., contract carrier applicatioh, 
Denial order of June 10 modified to become effective November !2 jp- 
stead of August 11. 

MC 2730 Sub. No. 1, Frasher Truck Co., Garberville-Arcata, Calif, 
extension. Request of protestants, Intercity Transport Lines and 
Eureka-Garberville Truck Line, for authority to withdraw their excep- 
tions to recommended order granted and exceptions considered with- 
drawn as of August 2. Recommended order made effective as order 
of Commission as of August 2. 

MC 15945, Will C. Bringwald, common carrier application. Denia} 
order of March 26 modified to become effective October 15 insteaa of 
August 9. 

MC 20783, W. H. Tompkins Co., common carrier application; and 
MC 20783 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, seven states. De. 
nial order of May 29 modified to become effective November 12 instead 
of August 7. 

MC 29886, Schrader Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 29886 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension; and MC 94459 Sub. 
No. 1, Clarence F. Shelper, extension. Denial order of March 27 modi- 
fied to become effective November 12 instead of August 9. 

MC 48978, Carlo Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion; MC 48978 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension Jersey City. Denial order 
of April 25 modified to become effective November 12 instead of October 
15. 

MC 59583, Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 59583 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Den:a! or- 
der of June 3 modified to become effective August 22 instead of 
August 9. 

MC 75439 and Sub. No. 1, Miami Transportation Co., common car- 
rier applications. Denial and cease and desist order of April 14 modi- 
fied to become effective October 15 instead of August 15. 

MC 84600, Stark Trucking, Inc., contract carrier application. De- 
nial order of June 12 modified to become effective November 12 instead 
of August 14. 

MC 89006, Harry J. Peterson, common carrier application. Denial 
order of June 5 further modified to become effective November 1? in- 
stead of August 9. 

MC 93114, C. K. Laubach, common carrier application. Denial order 
of May 29 modified to become effective October 12 instead of August 12. 

1. & S. No. 4920 and first supplement, petroleum products in south- 
ern states. Texas & Pacific permitted to intervene. 

MC 77472, Monarch Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Denial order of June 9 modified to become effective September 1 
instead of August 11. 

MC 84770, Royal Transportation Co., common carrier application; 
and MC 7857, Same, contract carrier application. Denial order of June 
11 modified to become effective September 1 instead of August 13. 


Class Rate Investigation 


o conserve the Commission’s time and avoid repetition 
the Automobile Manufacturers Association Yo. 28300, class 
rate investigation and the proceedings joined wi 1 
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ment. In addition it offered data to show that the representa- 
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tribute the time, effort and expense necessary to protect their 
interest in a proceeding of such magnitude. 

The board showed that on June 30, Michigan had defense 
contracts totaling $781,983,830 which had grown to $1,077,- 
911,093 on July 28. On the same days it declared Detroit had 
contracts involving $461,420,992 and $624,945,424. Thus, said 
the board, it would be observed that to fill these contracts 
would result in increasing demands for cars placed and orders 
to be transported, necessitate the rearranging of plants and the 
usual routine of operations. ; 

To cope with this ever increasing industrial production 
which the national defense program had created in the Michi- 
gan area, and still maintain a continuous flow of freight cars. 
the board said, would require the entire time and best efforts of 
all men engaged in transportation. The board presented 
figures showing that the increased demand for transportation 
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had caused the number of railroad cars handled in Detroit to 
rise from a total in the year ended with June, 1940 of 936,722 
to a total of 1,097,704 in the year ended with June, 1941. In 
the same periods the number of tons handled rose from 22,- 
364,419 to 26,353,235. The percentage of increase in the number 
of cars handled was 45.9 in June, 1941 and in the tonnage 58.4 
per cent in June, 1941. : 

The Nebraska State Railway Commission and the Public 
Service Commission of North Dakota have asked the Commis- 
sion to prosecute Nos. 28300, class rate investigation, and 
98310, Consolidated Freight Classification, to an early conclu- 
sion, asserting that the railroads had not submitted any 
justification for indefinite postponement (see Traffic World, 
Aug. 9, p. 333). , 

They said it seemed to them that the present proceedings 
should be pushed to an early conclusion to ensure a revision 
of the rate structure which would stimulate and not retard 
widespread industrial development and a continuing basic 
industrial preparedness to meet the needs of both war-time 
and peace activities of the United States. On several occa- 
sions, they said, the Commission had reported to Congress 
the accelerating destruction of existing rate structures and 
the rapid approach toward chaos flowing from competition 
between rail and highway carriers. The needs for study and 
constructive treatment of those rate making problems, they 
said, constituted a great national emergency which could only 
be met by the courage and powers of the Commission. Indefinite 
postponement of these proceedings would only postpone the 
evil day when those problems must be met and solved, they 
said, adding that delay would increase the difficulties facing 
the railroads, motor vehicle carriers, the shippers and the 
commissions, both state and federal. 

A steering committee for the state of Michigan by a special 
committee composed of K. A. Moore, Automobile Manufacturers 
Association, Detroit, Mich., chairman; A. O. Graves, director, 
division rates and tariffs, Michigan Public Service Commission, 
Lansing, Mich., secretary; Allen Dean, Detroit Board of Com- 
merce, Detroit; H. D. Anderson, traffic manager, Dow Chem- 
ical Co., Midland, Mich.; C. R. Scharff, traffic director, Chev- 
rolet-Central Office, General Motors Building, Detroit; and 
Leonard Simms, W. T. M., General Foods Corporation, Battle 
Creek, Mich., has asked the Commission to suspend further 
activity and postpone its class rate investigation “until after 
the present emergency.” 

Wishing to conserve the Commission’s time and to avoid 
repetition, the steering committee said it subscribed fully to 
petitions filed by the Central Territory Rate Conference, the 
Automobile Manufacturers Association, and the Detroit Board 
of Commerce asking for suspension and postponement, adding 
that it believed the petitions now before the Commission stated 
fully the present conditions in the territory and that the Com- 
mission had been fully informed as to the increased demand 
for production in the interest of national defense which required 
the entire time and best efforts of those men engaged in trans- 
portation and who would of necessity be required to participate 
in these proceedings. 


“Practically all traffic representatives of the manufactur- 
ing industries in this state,” the steering committee said, “have 
informed us that their respective plants are now operating at 
full capacity, that they are increasing their facilities and that 
it would be impossible even to attend meetings of this com- 
mittee let alone attend future hearings in these proceedings 
before the Commission due to the increasing problems which 
awe them to keep in close contact with their daily opera- 
lons.” 

The American Institute of Bolt, Nut, and Rivet Manufac- 
turers, of Cleveland, O., representing, as it said, thirty-six com- 
panies engaged in the manufacture of steel bolts, nuts, rivets, 
and similar articles, which companies, in turn, represent ap- 
proximately sixty-five per cent of the entire industry in the 
United States, likewise has asked the Commission to postpone 
the proceedings. It said it supported the petition of the rail- 
roads for postponement due to the economic and military 
emergency. 

Recommendations of the transportation board, created by 
the transportation act of 1940, the members of which have been 
appointed and confirmed by the Senate, aside from the present 
conditions existing, should be awaited before the rate structure 
of a single transportation agency has been investigated, says 
the Cincinnati (O.) Chamber of Commerce in a petition asking 
the Commission to postpone its investigations “until more nor- 
mal conditions prevail.” The chamber pointed to the following 
as indicating the “serious situation” existing and as being perti- 
nent at this time: 


(a) The Commission, through the Bureau of Service, has recog- 
nized the extreme conditions prevailing by placing in the field its 
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(b) Months ago shippers, appreciating the possibility of equipment 
shortages, organized in the Regional Transportation Adyisory Boards 
“car efficiency committees’? to which much time and effort is being 
devoted by the shipping public for the sole purpose of assisting the 
carriers to meet the demands for transportation service. 

(c) There has been organized a committee for the purpose of facili- 
tating the movement of traffic via motor vehicles, with a member of 
the Commission as a general chairman thereof. 

(d) The movement of traffic in the United States is now possibly 
equal to the movement for all times in the past, and we are fast 
approaching a point where our transportation facilities may be taxed 
beyond capacity. 


As to the last point made, the chamber said “probably 
measured by our former facilities, we have a greater capacity 
today than ever before. It is true that the tonnage carrying 
capacity of freight cars of our railroads has decreased by the 
equivalent of 200,000 freight cars since 1929, but the speed of 
trains has increased by 3% miles per hour, which undoubtedly 
has the effect of increasing the supply of equipment in a large 
measure. Further, the time of unloading, the tonnage loaded 
into equipment, and the time utilized in the unloading of equip- 
ment, has been stepped up to an extent that the capacity of 
our railroads possibly now approaches the equal of 1929.” 

The chamber said there had been an increase of almost one 
million motor trucks since 1929. 

“The freight rates structure, which we are and have been 
living under,” it said, “is certainly of much less importance at 
this time than the many other more pressing problems now 
faced by the American shipping public,.and which cannot pos- 
sibly be fully overcome in the months ahead.” 


Petroleum Transportation 


Petroleum Coordinator Ickes has received a proposal of 
the oil industry for immediate construction of what the indus- 
try described as the world’s largest pipeline, extending 1,820 
miles from Texas and Louisiana oil fields to the New York- 
Philadelphia refining area. It was said the line would handle 
250,000 barrels of oil daily and would be routed through Illinois. 

The pipeline would be built by two jointly owned and 
privately financed companies, the National Defense Pipelines, 
Inc., and Emergency Pipelines, Inc., pursuant to a construc- 
tion agreement drawn up by eleven large oil companies, Co- 
ordinator Ickes said. The agreement is subject to the petro- 
leum coordinator’s approval, and will become effective when 
the President proclaims that the pipeline is needed for na- 
tional defense and, if such action is required to obtain rights- 
of-way, grants the right of eminent domain to the pipeline 
companies. 

The petroleum coordinator’s announcement said the new 
pipeline system, as proposed, could probably be completed in 
nine months. National Defense Pipelines, Inc., it said, would 
be an $80,000,000 corporation, while Emergency Pipelines, Inc., 
would be a smaller corporation. Coordinator Ickes said the fol- 
lowing companies had joined in preparation of the proposed 
agreement: ~. 

Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, Consolidated Oil Corpo- 
ration, Sun Oil Co., Atlantic Refining Co., Cities Service Co., 
Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., Inc., Tide Water Associated Oil Co., 
The Texas Corporation, Shell Oil Co., Inc., Gulf Oil Corpora- 
tion, and Pan-American Petroleum & Transport Co. 

The plan for National Defense Pipelines, Inc., it was an- 
nounced, contemplated construction, operation and maintenance 
by it of the following facilities for transporting crude oil: (1) 
a 22-inch pipeline originating west of Shreveport, La., near the 
Texas border, extending in a northeasterly direction to near 
Salem, Ill., approximately 490 miles; (2) a 16-inch connecting 
line from Salem to Wood River, Ill., to tap existing facilities 
carrying oil from Oklahoma, Kansas, Texas, Mid-Continent and 
Illinois areas, a distance of about 65 miles; (3) a 24-inch line 
from the junction of the first two lines near Salem, to be con- 
structed to the so-called New York and Philadelphia areas, with 
branches to refining centers, a distance, to New York harbor, 
of about 1,200 miles; (4) necessary tank farms, tankage, pump- 
ing stations and equipment to deliver an aggregate of 250,000 
barrels of oil daily to terminal points at Bayonne, N. J., and 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Emergency Pipelines, Inc., said the announcement, would 
construct, operate and maintain a 22-inch pipeline originating 
at a point in the east Texas oil field and extending northeast- 
erly to Shreveport, connecting there with the line to be built 
by National Defense Pipelines, Inc., a distance of about 65 
miles. The latter corporation, the coordinator said, would 
finance itself, without cost to the federal government, by bor- 
rowing approximately 80 per cent of the estimated cost of the 
lines and facilities to be built by it by private placement of 
notes maturing over a five-year period, the balance to be made 
up through issuance of junior securities or capital stock, which 
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would be bought by the 11 participating companies on a per- 
centage basis. Emergency Pipelines, Inc., would be financed 
in a similar manner. 

Coordinator Ickes said August 12 that he had received a 
request of the Plantation Pipeline Co. (see Traffic World, April 
5, p. 869) for federal government aid in obtaining rights-of-way 
for a projected $30,000,000 pipeline of that company, extending 
1,200 miles from Baton Rouge, La., to Greensboro, N. C. The 
company said it had been unable to obtain certain rights-of- 
way, particularly in Georgia and South Carolina. The pipeline, 
it was announced, would carry 60,000 to 90,000 barrels of oil 
daily. Ralph K. Davies, deputy petroleum coordinator, said 
the Plantation company line was one which the petroleum 
coordinator’s office was desirous of having constructed as ex- 
peditiously as possible. 

As reported August 12 by Ralph Budd, transportation com- 
missioner, Office for Emergency Management, a survey of all 
tank car owners and operators by the tank car service committee 
of the OEM showed that there were 7,354 tank cars immediately 
available for movement of petroleum and petroleum products in 
the east. It was stated that this information had been given 
Petroleum Coordinator Ickes by Mr. Budd and that it would be 
augmented later. 


HEAVY OIL RATES DENIED 

The Commission has denied the complainant’s petition in 
No. 28106, Petroleum Rail Shippers’ Association vs. Alton & 
Southern, et al., asking it to require rail carriers to publish 
rates on heavy oils, on basis of 80 per cent of the rates pre- 
scribed in that proceeding on gasoline and other defined petro- 
leum, or, for entry of a supplemental order therein or in No. 
25413, Skelly Oil Co. vs. Abilene & Southern Railway Co., 200 
I. C. C. 565, and 214 I. C. C. 309. 


GASOLINE RATES PROBE 


An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness 
and lawfulness otherwise of minimum rates and charges, etc., 
on gasoline from Augusta, Kan., to Center and Monte Vista, 
Colo., maintained by E. L. Semke, of Lamar, Colo., and gaso- 
line, kerosene, and distillate from Hutchinson, Kan., to Monte 
Vista, maintained by Oscar Schultz, of Dodge City, Kan., has 
been instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its own 
motion, in MC C-296, petroleum products, Kansas to Colorado 
points. The parties named have been made respondents and the 
matter is to be assigned for hearing with I. and S. M-1746 
at a time and place hereafter to be fixed. 


PIPE LINE EARNINGS 


An increase of 3.3 per cent in transportation revenue was 
reported by large oil pipe line companies, those having annual 
operating revenues of more than $500,000, for the first quarter 
this year, when they received $53,416,859, over the same pe- 
riod last year, when they received $51,723,622, according to a 
Commission compilation of transportation revenue and traffic 
of 44 of such companies, statement Q-600. The carriers orig- 
inated on line and received from connections 325,477,700 bar- 
rels of oil in the first quarter of 1941 as compared with 322,- 
690,801 barrels in the same period last year. 

Revenues reported for the first quarter this year as com- 
pared with the same period last year by what appears to be 
the largest companies follow, respectively: 

Humble Pipe Line Co., $5,697,388 and $5,879,787; Stano- 
lind Pipe Co., $4,831,152 and $4,234,630; Gulf Refining Co., 
$4,770,304 and $4,766,835; Sinclair Refining Co., $4,116,008 and 
$4,182,858; Shell Pipe Line Corporation, $3,669,772 and $3,- 
375,578; Magnolia Pipe Line Co., $3,241,491 and $3,352,980; 
Texas Pipe Line Co., $3,071,545 and $3,094,328; Phillips Petro- 
leum Co., $2,475,638 and $1,965,975; and Illinois Pipe Line Co., 
$2,211,695 and $2,985,093. 


M. C. TANKER BIDS 


The Maritime Commission has announced the opening of 
bids from nine shipbuilding firms for the construction of six- 
teen small tankers, known as coastal tankers, to be about 1,830 
deadweight tons, capacity of 12,800 barrels, single screw pro- 
pulsion, direct Diesel drive, and of an expected speed of 10% 
knots. 

Those submitting bids were the Hon Shipbuilding & Re- 
pair Co., South Norwalk, Conn.; Robert J. Gomez Co., New 
York, N. Y., for the Gill Boat Co. of Florida, Inc., Jacksonville, 
Fla.; Fabricated Ship Corporation, Milwaukee, Wis.; Toledo 
Shipbuilding Co., Toledo, O.; Madison Marine Ways, Madison, 
Ind.; Associated Shipbuilders, Seattle, Wash.; Dekon Ship- 
building Corporation, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Salisbury Shipbuilding 
& Yacht Co., Salisbury, Md., and Crisfield Shipbuilding Co., 
Inc., Crisfield, Md. The Gomez company, Madison Marine and 
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Dekon submitted alternate bids based on their own specitica- 
tions in addition to those according to commission requirem«nts,. 
In accordance with commission requirements, the bids for 
one tanker ranged from a low of $642,500, submitted by the 
Hon Shipbuilding & Repair Co., to a high of $994,000, submit- 
ted by the Madison Marine Ways, on a fixed price basis, and 
from a low of $846,320, submitted by the Salisbury company, 
to a high of $904,000, submitted by Madison Marine Ways, on 
an adjusted price basis. For six tankers the bids ranged from 
a low of $600,000, submitted by the Hon company, to a high 
of $1,495,000, submitted by the Associated Shipbuilders, on a 
fixed price basis, and from a low of $804,000, submitted by the 
Madison Marine Ways, to a high of $1,295,000, submitted by 
Associated Shipbuilders, on an adjusted price basis. 

The commission said all the bids were estimated on com- 
plete construction within approximately one year or less, ex- 
cept an informal bid of the Fabricated Ship Corporation, which 
indicated the last ship to be completed in 17 months. 


PETROLEUM PRODUCTS IN SOUTH 


Respondent rail carriers had shown just and dire need 
of the suspended rates to meet existing truck competition 
which was “gradually but surely taking the greater portion of 
petroleum tonnage from their lines,” and in view of the evi- 
dence offered the Commission should set aside its order of sus- 
pension and permit the assailed rates to become effective, said 
a brief of the Arkansas Fuel Oil Co., of Shreveport, La., in- 
tervener, in I. and S. No. 4920 and ist supplement, petroleum 
products in southern states. 

The proceedings, said the intervener, involved rates on 
petroleum products from the New Orleans-Baton Rouge, La., 
group; Mobile, Ala., Pensacola and Panama City, Fla., to cer- 
tain destinations in Southern territory, which rates were now 
held under suspension on order of the Commission dated May 
24, 1941. The Commission had suspended schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 24 to Agent F. D. Miller’s tariff I. 
C. C. No. 592 from April 5 to November 5 in I. and S. 4920. 

The intervener said that to it there appeared to be only two 
vital points involved in the proceedings: (1) Whether publica- 
tion of the rates was in violation of the Commission rela- 
tionship findings in No. 17000, part 4, and (2) whether the 
Commission should deny the southern railroads the right to 
meet barge and motor truck transportation costs in making 
their rates when reasonably compensatory. The competition 
which the respondents sought to meet was that of motor truck, 
continued the brief, adding that the record would show that 
the rates under attack were in every case on the same level or 
on a higher level than petroleum rates found to be minimum 
rates in I. and S. 4816 (245 I. C. C. 23). 


PETROLEUM TO THE EAST 


With a view to increasing the supply of crude petroleum 
for eastern refiners Agent J. R. Peel on behalf of southwest- 
ern railroads has asked relief, in fourth section applications 
Nos. 19204 and 19205, from the long and short haul and aggre- 
gate of intermediates parts of the section, so as to publish 
rates of 44 cents from Kinsloe, Tex., and 41 cents from Singer, 
La., to Philadelphia to Marcus Hook, Pa. At the same time he 
asked for sixth section authority to make the rates effective 
on less than thirty days’ notice required by law. 

In filing those applications Agent Peel posed a fourth 
section question for solution by the Commission that is regarded 
as knotty. The relief is not necessary on account of water 
competition. Tank ships with which the railroads would com- 
pete if all-rail shipments of crude usually were made from 
Texas and Louisiana have been removed from the routes over 
which they once hauled crude for the eastern refiners. The 
only reason for asking for relief from the fourth section 
that could be thought of by those who were dealing with the 
matter was the emergency created by the government’s as- 
signing American tank ships to the carrying of oil for the 
British. But the fourth section takes no account of emergencies, 
it is suggested. In its administration the Commission has au- 
thorized relief from it because of competition, either water or 
shorter routes over some railroads. 

The railroads, if they observed the provisions of the fourth 
section would have to reduce the rates at intermediate points 
not affected by the withdrawal of the tank ships from their 
regular work. They have no desire to do that, even in the 
case of paper rates, it is understood. 

In his application Mr. Peel gave as his reason for desir- 
ing to depart from the provisions of the fourth section a de- 
sire to relieve the shortage of gasoline on the Atlantic seaboard, 
which, he said, was a well advertised fact. He added the 
declaration that the situation undoubtedly would become more 
acute unless means were found whereby crude oil heretofore 
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reaching Atlantic coast territory by tank steamers might be 
supplied by other means of transport. 


SWITCHING AT STALEY PLANT 


The Commission has overruled a motion of A. E. Staley 
Manufacturing Co., for vacation of its order of May 6, 1941, in 
I and S. No. 4736, switching charges at Decatur, IIl., and 
denied its petition for reconsideration of that case and Ex Parte 
No. 104, part II, practices of carriers affecting operating rev- 
enues or expenses—terminal services—A. E. Staley Manufac- 
turing Co. terminal allowance. At the same time, the Com- 
mission also denied petitions of the Illinois Central, and others, 
and the Wabash, for vacation of its order May 6 in I. and S. 
No. 4736,and for rehearing and reconsiderations of the two 
proceedings. 


HANDLING OF CARLOAD SHIPMENTS 

The Commission, by Commissioner Aitchison to whom the 
matter was assigned for action, has postponed the effective 
date of the order in I. and S. No. 4664, handling carload ship- 
ments in west, I. and S. No. 4668, loading of multiple cars in 
west, and I. and S. No. 4678, cars furnished at variance with 
shipper’s order, from Aug. 20 to Oct. 8. That was done on con- 
sideration of the record and the petition of the railroads for a 
postponement of an order requiring the cancelation of sus- 
pended schedules on or before Aug. 20. 


McDonald Certificate Cases 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC 80415, Sub. No. 2, 
A. E. McDonald Motor Freight Lines, new operation, with 
which is joined Sub. No. 1, A. E. McDonald extension, Okla- 
homa City and Tulsa, has denied a certificate to the individual 
whose troubles went to the Supreme Court in McDonald vs. 
Thompson, on the ground that convenience and necessity has 
not been shown. A similar finding was made in MC 15324, 
Sub. No. 1, W. B. Keele, new operation; MC 37163, Sub. No. 1, 
Julius C. Tips, new operation; MC 67158, Sub. No. 1, Lon D. 
Fisher, common carrier application, new operation, and MC 
2960, Sub. No. 1, D. A. Beard Truck Lines Co., common car- 
rier application, new operation. 

The applicants in these cases were involved in the con- 
troversy with Texas authorities, which raised the question as 
to whether in operating under injunctions they were operating 
in good faith. 


DIVISION 5 OVERRULED 


The Commission, on arguments in MC 5205, Sub. No. 2, 
L. M. Slocum, application for exemption, has found that divi- 
sion 5 was misconstruing the law when it found that the ap- 
plicant was not a motor carrier operating solely within one 
state, Oregon, under authority of that state in hauling inter- 
state commerce and, therefore, not entitled to prosecute an 
application for a certificate of exemption from federal regula- 
tion. After reversing division 5, the Commission assigned the 
application for hearing at a time to be fixed. 


AIRCRAFT PRODUCTION 


__ The Office of Production Management has announced that 
agg aircraft manufacturers delivered 1,460 airplanes in 
uly. 


AIR TRAVEL AT ALL-TIME HIGH 


More people traveled by air in June than in any month in 
the history of American aviation, according to Donald H. Con- 
nolly, Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. 

The domestic air lines carried 353,478 revenue passengers 
a total of 130,680,225 passenger-miles, also an all-time high. 
The number of travelers was 33.24 per cent ahead of June, 
1940, according to figures compiled by the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration. It is believed that a large part of this increase 
is due to the accelerated tempo of the business in’ the United 
States caused by the defense effort. 

Previous records were also broken in the amount of ex- 
press carried by plane. The total for June, 1941, was 1,544,111 
pounds, 57.26 per cent more than in the same month last 
year. Shipments of tools, parts and other items urgently 
needed in defense production accounted for much of the rise, 
It is believed. 

The passenger load factor reached a new peak of 64.14 
per cent. The factor is based on the percentage of seating ca- 
pacity occupied for the full length of all flights; during cus- 
tomary hours of travel, lines operating between key points were 
forced to turn away passengers, it is reported. 
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The total number of passengers carried during the first 
half of this year by the 16 airlines reporting to the C. A. A. 
was 1,569,608, an increase of 36.31 per cent over the 1940 
period. 





AIR MAIL PICK-UP SERVICE 

On the first anniversary of air mail pick-up service, 
August 12, Representative Randolph, of West Virginia, said 
that over 92 per cent of the daily schedules of operation of 
this service had been completed in the year, with about 693,- 
727 miles flown and over 32,000 pick-ups and deliveries made 
without the loss of a single piece of mail or express and with- 
out a serious flying mishap. He said the service, operated by 
All American Aviation, Inc., of Wilmington, Del., had reached 
a basis where it could be considered self-supporting in so far 
as its direct cost to the federal government was concerned. 
Air mail originating at the points on the air pick-up lines com- 
bined with the terminal dispatch by air pick-up was producing 
at the present time postal revenues averaging $30,603.48 a 
month, he added. The lowest estimate of the monthly cost of 
this service to the government, he said, was $25,006.02, while 
the highest estimate was $27,570.74. 


PASSENGER SERVICE COORDINATION 


Executives of twelve railroads, participants in through Chi- 
cago-Florida passenger service, at a meeting in Chicago, August 
8, compared notes and discussed figures with a view to making 
reductions in the number of trains now operated in that serv- 
ice (see Traffic World, August 9, p. 340). After the meeting, 
it was said that no definite action had been taken, but that 
the group would meet again in about two weeks after the sta- 
tistics and the operating problems involved had received fur- 
ther study. It was said that action toward consolidating the 
services of the present 13 Chicago-Florida trains into a lesser 
number might, partly at least, depend on what was done along 
that line with reference to other services. J. B. Ford, vice- 
president, Chicago and Eastern Illinois, presided at the confer- 
ence, in the absence of J. B. Hill, president, Louisville and Nash- 
ville, chairman of the group. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL PASSENGER IMPROVEMENTS 


Effective August 17, the Ilfinois Central will make changes 
in its passenger service and shifts in its passenger equipment 
planned to release a total of 51 cars for special movements, in- 
cluding troop movements, and to reduce track occupancy so 
as to permit the speeding up of passenger and freight service. 

The changes will include the pooling of cars among separate 
runs for more efficient use; the discontinuance of handling pas- 
sengers in mixed trains, and the “abolition of passenger sched- 
ules on which dwindling patronage no longer justifies the use of 
the cars,” according to J. V. Lanigan, passenger traffic manager. 
There will also be a separation of passenger business from mail 
and express business through the establishment of a special 
mail and express train which will relieve the Louisiane, fast 
Chicago-New Orleans train, from that double duty and enable 
its schedule to be shortened to 23 hours 35 minutes, almost two 
hours faster than at present. Other Chicago-New Orleans 
service will also be improved. 


Rail Movement of Troops 


“Far from locomotive smoke and without a train or track 
in sight a trio of traffic experts in the Quartermaster General’s 
office in Washington is directing the largest troop movement 
by rail ever attempted in the United States in peace time,” 
says a War Department announcement. 

Already 25,000 soldiers have been transported to the 
Louisiana maneuver area and within the next week or so 
400,000 more are scheduled to climb out of trains from such 
distant stations as Fort Custer, Mich., and Fort Riley, Kan., 
according to the department. 

“Moving these vast numbers of men so they arrive at the'r 
destinations at exactly the proper moment is a gigantic task 
in itself,” it says, “but all this military traffic must be directed 
without disrupting the normal schedules of regular commer- 
cial carriers. That’s the job the trio, Captain E. C. R. Lasher 
and his two civilian specialists, are doing. Captain Lasher is 
chief of the commercial traffic branch in the transportation 
division of the Quartermaster General’s office. The civilians 
are S. N. Farley, chief of the troop movement section, and 
H. J. McGuinness, passenger traffic specialist.” 

Always available to these experts in their offices in Wash- 
ington’s new municipal center is an enormous map, dotted with 
special markers showing the size and location of troops sched- 
uled to engage in the maneuvers. Additions and alterations 
are constanaly being made as new data come from corps areas, 



























































































404 






says the War Department, adding that on three occasions be- 
fore December 1, when maneuvers will be completed, more 
than 100,000 soldiers will travel by rail at the same time. Con- 
tinuing, it says: 


During the maneuvers in the Camp Beauregard, La., area, from 
September 1 to 30, for instance, 259,199 men will be moved from dis- 
tances up to 1,000 miles. 

For the November 3-30 war games in the Fort Jackson, S. C.-Fort 
Bragg, N. C., area, 146,000 soldiers must be transported from pvints 
as far off as Massachusetts. 

The Quartermaster plan is to have troops arrive at war gatne sta- 
tions from three days to a week before maneuvers actually begin. 

In the procedure for this troop movement, a blanket order for the 
troop movement is issued by the Adjutant General’s office in Washing- 
ton. Well in advance of the mock warfare the Quartermasters in the 
respective Corps Areas send requests for routing instructions and 
arrangements to the trio of specialists in the Quartermaster Geieral’s 
office. The arrangements include time schedules and orders for placing 
the necessary equipment. With few exceptions, the bulk of troops 
headed for maneuvers will move on special schedules to avoid inter- 
ference with regular train schedules. 

The average troop train will carry between 250 and 500 soldiers— 
about 50 men to each coach. Troop trains will vary in length from 5 
to 10 coaches, with an occasional train made up of 15 coaches, ex- 
clusive of the necessary baggage and kitchen cars. When overnight 
transportation is arranged, fewer soldiers can occupy each car. Seven 
sleepers will be needed for 250 soldiers, or 14 sleepers for 500 men. 

During the troop movements, the Quartermaster General will be 
kept informed of the location of different soldier concentrations at all 
times. In the maneuver field, every post, camp and station with men 
in the war games will assign at least one Quartermaster officer with 
one or more transportation specialists working with him to handle the 
local arrangements. 

Often one of these field route men will have a dozen trains under 
movement at the same time. When the war games are actually under- 
way, the movement of troops will be kept secret. 

In making the necessary arrangements for this transportation prob- 
lem, the Quartermaster Corps has the cooperation of the military sec- 
tion of the Association of American Railroads, which has offices ad- 
joining those of the Quartermaster’s trio, and the chairman of the 
various passenger associations. 


TRUCKS IN ARMY MOVEMENT 


The importance of the motor truck in modern army 
maneuvers was demonstrated recently in the movement of the 
14,000 soldiers of the Army’s fifth division from Fort Custer, 
Mich., to Camp Forrest, Tenn., says General Motors. The di- 
vision’s equipment includes 2,000 trucks ranging from the half- 
ton vehicle to the heavy six-wheel type. Most widely used is 
the General Motors’ 2%-ton truck, utilized for mobile army 
kitchens; as a prime mover and ammunition carrier for 
artillery; by the engineers for portable water purification 
plants, machine shops and mechanical earth drillers; for car- 
rying gasoline; for hauling cavalry horses, and for general 
cargo and small arms hauling. 

Commercial haulers assisted the army trucks in keeping 
the division supplied with food en route. More than 400 tons 
of food were delivered on schedule at designated points to 
the moving troops. The supplies included 37 tons of fresh 
meats and other foods requiring refrigeration and included all 
the food used, except milk and ice cream. The performance 
covered 42,640 truck miles. 


EFFICIENT USE OF TRUCKS 


The board of directors of the National Council of Private 
Motor Truck Owners, Inc., has taken steps to promote the more 
efficient use of existing truck equipment in cooperation with 
the national defense Central Motor Transportation Committee. 
Frederick C. Horner, council director and consultant to Ralph 
Budd, defense transportation commissioner, has emphasized 
particularly, according to the council, the desirability of council 
cooperation in obtaining from its members suggestions as to 
how the more efficient use of motor trucks may be effected 
for the guidance of the Central Motor Transportation Com- 
mittee. 

President Fred Brenckman announced the appointment of 
the council’s national defense committee to consist of William 
H. Ott, Jr., Kraft Cheese Co., Chicago; T. L. Preble, Tide Water 
Associated Oil Co., New York; J. W. Sinclair, Union Oil Co. 
of California, Los Angeles, Calif.; A. M. Grean, Jr., Ward Bak- 
ing Co., New York City. The council’s activities in promoting 
the more efficient use of existing truck equipment would be 
further enhanced through the work of the council’s technical 
advisory committee, headed by Leo Huff, Pure Oil Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill., said he. 


LUHRSEN ATTACKS ABANDONMENTS 


J. G. Luhrsen, executive secretary of the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association, discuss‘ng the proposals to obtain steel 
by abandoning railroad lines and tracks (see Traffic World 
Aug. 9, p. 340), asserted the railroads now thought they had a 
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golden opportunity to cover up their destructive plans by 
posing as defense supporters. 

“They are trying to make hay while the sun shines and 
in doing so, put a patriotic halo about themselves,” said he. 
“We think the public will see through such bare-faced duplicity, 
Actually, the so-called unprofitable branch lines have been 
made so by the carriers themselves. In many cases they sub- 
stituted parallel bus and truck lines and intentionally let their 
branch rail lines lose money, because they found the motor 
carriers more profitable.” 

The railroads also were at fault in having built large loco. 
motives to haul trains of 80 to 100 cars and use of such engines 
on branch lines, hauling a dozen cars or less, was inefficient. 
said he. What the railroads should do, he said, was to build 
smaller locomotives and cars, and thereby speed up service, 
reduce terminal delays and overcome traffic losses. He also 
said the railroads were rushing abandonment proposals to get 
them through before the Supreme Court decided the Pacific 
Electric case involving the power of the Commission to im- 
pose conditions in abandonment cases protecting labor (see 
Traffic World, March 22, p. 675). He said the carriers were 
afraid the case would be decided against them. The Commis- 
sion refused to impose conditions protecting labor in the Pa- 
cific Electric case, but the three-judge court in the District of 
Columbia held the Commission had the power to impose them. 
The case was appealed. 


BUDD AFTER SCRAP 


Ralph Budd, defense transportation commissioner, said Au- 
gust 15 that steps were being taken to scrap street car and 
railroad rails which had been abandoned and left embedded in 
c:ty streets to make the rails available to steel industries need- 
ing additional scrap iron and steel for defense production. A 
survey indicated there were more than 232,000 tons of scrap 
iron embedded in city streets, he said. 

It was also announced that the office for emergency man- 
agement had asked the railroads to check their entire systems 
and make available quickly all possible scrap (see Traffic 
World, August 9, p. 340). Railroads normally supplied about 
23 per cent of all commercial scrap, it was said. The O. E. M. 
asked the railroads to consider especially the following sugges- 
tions to increase the normal supply: Remove railroad sidings, 
branch lines and industrial tracks where they are not actually 
needed for present or prospective business; dismantle cars and 
locomotives that are not to be repaired; check miscellaneous 
facilities, such as junk tools, bridges, and buildings, and dis- 
mantle those no longer needed. 


MATERIALS FOR RAILROADS, ETC. 


_A new maintenance and repairs rating plan has been made 
available to more than 150,000 producers, manufacturers and 
agencies in nine industrial classifications under which those 
granted use of the plan will get an A-10 rating which they can 
apply to their orders for necessary repair and maintenance 
parts, E. R. Stettinius, Jr., director of priorities, OPM, has 
announced. Included in the industrial classifications announced 
and to which additions will be made are commercial air lines 
maintaining regular scheduled service, railroads, and bus and 
electric common carrier passenger lines. 


STEEL FOR FREIGHT CARS 


Officials of the Association of American Railroads August 
11 expressed the hope that thre placing of steel in all forms, 
including alloy steel, under full priority control, as announced 
by E. R. Stettinius, Jr., director of priorities, Office of Pro- 
duction Management, would result in more steel being made 
available to car builders for ordered freight cars. 

Steel for freight cars has a preference rating of A-3 but 
the steel needed has not been supplied, with the result that 
orders for cars are not being filled and a number of car build- 
ers have had to shut down for lack of material. This rating 
gives preference as a defense need. 

“With. this action,” said the division of priorities, “all 
iron and steel products are under priority control, so that 
defense needs can be put uncompromisingly ahead of non- 
defense needs.” 


ORE TRANSPORTATION 


Reports from the four principal ore-handling railroads, 
carrying about 93 per cent of ore moving by the Great Lakes, 
showed that through the week ended August 2 those railroads 
had loaded into boats at upper lake ports this season a total 
of 39,492,552 gross tons of iron ore as compared with 27,386,727 
tons in the corresponding period of 1940, according to Ralph 
Budd, defense transportation commissioner. 
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Government Traffic Demands 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A group of railroad executives and government depart- 
ment and agency representatives handling government traffic 
problems met in Washington last week to consider informally, 
it was said, the capacity of the railroads to handle an increase 
in government traffic in the fall and proposals of the govern- 
ment departments for establishment of reduced rates on gov- 
ernment traffic. Those who attended the meeting had the 
understanding that what was discussed was “confidential,” 
one of those who attended said. 

The meeting, it was understood, was arranged by Ralph 
Budd, defense transportation commissioner, who was present, 
to afford opportunity for rail executives and the government 
people to discuss traffic matters. The railroad executives said 
to have attended the meeting were J. B. Hill, of the Louisville 
& Nashville; Robert E. Woodruff, of the Erie; G. D. Brooke, of 
the Chesapeake & Ohio; R. L. Williams, of the Chicago & 
North Western; C. E. Denney, of the Northern Pacific; E. J. 
Engel, of the Santa Fe, and J. J. Pelley, president, Association 
of American Railroads. 


The government traffic men, it was said, expected an in- 
crease in government traffic this fall, due to further curtailment 
of water services. The railroad officials, it was stated, gave 
assurance that the railroads would be able to handle it. 

As to rates, it was said, that twenty-five or thirty com- 
modities were mentioned in connection with the idea of the 
government men that the railroads should reduce rates on 
government traffic. Principally, it was said, reductions were 
wanted on eastbound traffic from the west coast which for- 
merly moved eastbound through the Panama Canal. Com- 
modities mentioned were iron and steel, rubber, manganese, 
lumber, tin, and hemp. 

Nothing specific was presented at the meeting, it was said. 
The land grant rate situation was discussed with respect to 
taking steps to eliminating inequalities involved in the han- 
dling of government traffic because reduced land grant rates 
still apply to military and naval traffic, though other govern- 
ment traffic is subject to the regular published rates. A com- 
mittee has been set up to study and make recommendations 
on that subject. Legislation may be proposed to clarify the 
situation. 


So far as could be ascertained nothing thus far has come 
from the meeting. The rail executives, it was said, had not 
issued any directions as to what should be done. In one quarter 
it was said the purpose of the meeting was to enable each 
group to get an understanding of the other’s problems in 
handling requests of the government people for rate reductions. 





The Transcontinental Freight Bureau, August 13, issued 
a statement on the conference of western railroad traffic officials 
held last week in Chicago with G. Lloyd Wilson, director of 
transportation of the OPACS, on proposed reductions in the 
transcontinental rates on iron and steel (see Traffic World, 
August 9, p. 337). It said that, at the conference, the govern- 
ment representative had presented a proposed scale of $1.15 
from Atlantic seaboard groups A and K, as compared with the 
present rate of $1.43; from the Pittsburgh-Akron area, groups 
B and L, of $1.10 as compared with $1.27; from the Cleve- 
land-Detroit area, groups C and M, of $1.05, compared with 
$1.19; from Birmingham and Chicago, the D and A-2 groups, 
of $1.00 as compared with $1.10; from East St. Louis, group 
E, 95 cents, as compared with $1.05; from the Kansas City 
area, groups F, G, H and I, of 90 cents, as compared with 99 
cents, and from the Pueblo area, group J, of 75 cents, as 
compared with 75 cents. The proposal was for the reduced 
rates to apply on an 80,000-pound minimum, as compared with 
the 60,000-pound minimum applicable under existing rates, 
and for the reduced rates to carry an expiration term of one 
year unless further extended. 


acl he bureau’s statement said that several other proposals, 
differing in degree” from the one above, were under cons‘d- 
eration by the OPACS transportation office and that these had 
been handed to the railroads as information, but that the 
indication was that the government “was more or less set on 
the first proposal.” 


“A general discussion followed as to the level of the rates 
Proposed,” the bureau statement continued, “the necessity for 
the proposed reductions, etc., and the conference broke up 
With the understanding that Dr. Wilson, after his return to 
Washington, would determine upon and make a formal pro- 
posal to the carriers. This may or may not be the same as 
originally proposed by him, and has not as yet been received. 
The carriers made no commitment pending receipt of this for- 
mal proposal.” 

It was stated positively by the bureau that the railroads 
had made no counter-proposal and that none would be made. 
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The decision of the bureau to make a statement was in- 
duced by a report, printed in a Chicago newspaper the morning 
of August 12, that the railroads had offered to “meet the govern- 
ment half way” in the demand of the latter for reductions in 
the westbound rates on iron and steel, which was declared in 
error: by a number of the railroad traffic executives involved 
in the negotiations. J. G. Stubbs, chairman of the Transconti- 
nental Freight Bureau, who acted as chairman at the con- 
ference on the subject with G. Lloyd Wilson, director of trans- 
portation of the OPACS, last week, curtly said the published 
report was “inaccurate,” but refused then to comment further. 
W. W. Hale, general traffic manager, Southern Pacific, and 
Paul P. Hastings, vice-president in charge of traffic, Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe, both denied that any compromise had 
been offered by the railroads. The latter said he understood 
there had been an exchange of memoranda between A. F. 
Cleveland, vice-president, traffic department, Association of 
American Railroads, and Dr. Wilson, but said he was sure that, 
if any proposal by the railroads for reductions less in degree 
than those proposed by the government had been made, he 
would have been informed. The published report, he said, was 
“inaccurate, to say the least.” 

According to the report, the railroads proposed a reduction 
from the existing rate of $1.43 at the Atlantic seaboard to 
$1.30, as compared with the $1.15 asked by the government; 
from $1.27 to $1.20 from mills in the Pittsburgh-Akron area, 
as compared with a request of $1.10; from $1.19 to $1.15 from 
the Cleveland-Detroit area, instead of the $1.05 asked, with the 
remainder of the rates to remain as at present, whereas the gov- 
ernment request was for reductions from $1.10 to $1 from Chi- 
cago; from $1.05 to 95 cents at East St. Louis; from 99 cents 
to 90 cents at Kansas City, and from 85 cents to 75 cents at 
Pueblo. 

To the extent that this report contained reductions pro- 
posed by the government, it was known to be accurate, 
though, in fact, Dr. Wilson, at last week’s conference, proposed 
not only the above scale, but a second one, in which the pro- 
posed reductions were not so drastic. The second proposed 
scale began with $1.20 at the seaboard, proceeding with $1.15 
at Pittsburgh-Akron and at Cleveland-Detroit, and proposed the 
retention of the existing rates at Chicago and west. 

Discussing the Chicago newspaper report, Mr. Cleveland, 
who attended the meeting at Chicago, made the follow'ng 
statement: 


There was no request made on the railroads. It was a pre- 
liminary meeting to the filing of a request with the railroads. The 
matter was generally discussed. After the meeting the railroads had 
a meeting. They made no proposals or offers as to rates. There is no 
request pending before the railroads. 


The understanding was, said Mr. Cleveland, that Dr. Wil- 
son would prepare a request for rates. He could not account 
for the report as to the railroads having proposed rates. He 
said the railroads would consider anything Dr. Wilson had 
to offer. 

Dr. Wilson in Washington emphatically declared that the 
Chicago newspaper report was not true. He said he subscribed 
one hundred per cent to the statement given the Traffic World 
by Mr. Cleveland. He said he was working on the proposal he 
would make to the railroads and expected to have it ready the 
latter part of August. He said he did not expect to hear further 
from the railroads prior to the submittal of his proposal as the 
fact was, as Mr. Cleveland had stated, that the railroads would 
entertain his proposal. he railroads had made no proposals at 
the Chicago meeting, he said. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 

Class I steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 1,126,029 employes as of the 
middle of May, and total compensation for that month of 
$185,932,877. according to a Commission compilation of rail 
wage statistics, statement M-300. 

The employment was an increase of 113,575, or 11.22 per 
cent, over the number reported for May last year. The total 
number of hours paid for was 15.29 per cent greater and the 
total compensation was 15.66 per cent greater in May this 
year than in May last year. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for 
May was reported as follows: Executives, officials and staff 
assistants, $33,419; professional, clerical and general, $1,149,493; 
maintenance of way and structures, $50,018; maintenance of 
equipment and stores, $640.799: transportation (other than 
train, engine, and yard), $118,709; and transportation (yard- 
masters, switch tenders, and hostlers), $71,168. 

In the train and engine service, compensation for May 
was reported as follows: Straight time actually worked, 
$40,046.678: straight time paid for, $49,038,874: overtime paid 
for. $4,032.888; constructive allowances, $1,408,505; total, $54,- 
480.267. Miles actually run totaled 440,468,942 and miles paid 
for but not run totaled 51,468,205. 
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A true story of night life on the Erie... he spotted a delay 


BEFORE it happened! 


“There on the ground in the moonlight it looked like a silver splinter. 






But it turned out to be a chip of steel, son—maybe a calling card left 
behind by train 98. We wired ahead and caught her at the very next 
station. They found a chipped flange—cut the car out for repairs. 
Sure it made this old crossing watchman happy . . . spotting that delay 


before it happened.” 
* * * 


Crossing watchman to president, there’s a creed on the Erie that 





keeps every man on his toes . . . “the freight must go through safely 
—and on time.” 


We have the best equipment money can buy to move your goods in a hurry—modern 
cars and locomotives of every type, terminals, docks, and millions of dollars’ worth of 
special handling equipment. But it’s that extra something money can’t buy—the alert 
watchfulness of every member of the Erie family—that gives you the greatest assurance 


6, NA 
S 


of fast, safe, economical delivery whenever and whatever you ship our way. 


Phone the Erie Agent on your next order. Or write 


Carl Howe, Vice-President 
Erie Railroad, Cleveland, Ohio 


THE HEAVY DUTY ee ee 
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Rail Wages and Rules 


The National Board of Mediation began meetings with two 
groups of rail union leaders and with the rail management con- 
ference committee, on proposed changes in working rules and 
wages at the Drake Hotel, Chicago, August 14. The meetings 
were pursuant to action taken by the board earlier in the week 
in which it “proffered its mediation services to representatives 
of all railroads and all organizations representing employes 
involved in disputes over changes in rates of pay, rules and 
working conditions” (see Traffic World, Aug. 9, p. 341). 

In separate requests, the non-operating unions and the op- 
erating brotherhoods had asked the board to intervene in the 
rules dispute. No request for its assistance had been made, 
however, either by the unions or the management conference 
committee, for mediation in the wage controversy. 

It was said, at the opening conferences, that the two mat- 
ters would be considered together if the parties agreed. There 
were separate meetings, on the first day, between the board, 
on the one hand, and the brotherhood executives, headed by 
Alvaney Johnston; the non-operating union heads, headed by 
B. M. Jewell, and the management committee, headed by F. G. 
Gurley. All three members of the board were present: David J. 
Lewis, chairman, Ottos S. Beyer and George A. Cook. 

Sessions were held behind closed doors. It was pointed 
out that the efficacy of the board’s work depended on keeping 
possible proposals and counterproposals of the parties secret 
until an agreement had been reached. It was considered prob- 
able that, eventudlly, joint conferences in which the board 
would meet simultaneously with the management committee 
and one or the other—perhaps both—of the labor groups would 
be held, but the board members refused to speculate as to when 
that would come about. Meanwhile, the schedule of separate 
conferences continued August 15. 


Benefits for Rail Employes 


Accumulation of nearly two hundred million dollars in 
the railroad unemployment insurance fund in the federal treas- 
ury may be the appetizer that is back of what now appears 
to be a definite movement on the part of railroad labor lead- 
ers and their supporters to obtain by federal law more bene- 
fits for railroad employes. 

The railroads are planning to ask for a cut in the 3 per 
cent pay roll tax they now pay, the proceeds from which 
go into the unemployment insurance fund (see Traffic World, 
Aug. 9, p. 343), but it is believed that labor will continue to 
oppose a reduction in that tax and ask Congress to increase 
the benefits under the act. 

The Senate recently adopted a resolution directing the 
Railroad Retirement Board to make an immediate, thorough 
and complete investigation of the incidence of injuries and 
diseases incurred by employes through employment in the 
railroad industry and the social and econom‘c consequences 
of such injuries and diseases, and to report to the Senate at 
the earliest practicable time the results of its investigation. 

Reference to this resolution and its purpose was made re- 
cently by L. M. Eddy, member of the Railroad Retirement 
Board representing labor, in an address before the Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen in which he outlined a 
program of social betterment for the railroad worker and his 
family he said he had been engaged in furthering in the last 
seven years. Two essential parts of this program had been estab- 
lished—railroad retirement and unemployment insurance. The 
other two principal features of the program, said he, were work- 
men’s compensation and sickness and accident insurance. In 
part Mr. Eddy said: 


More than forty years ago when I entered railroad service it would 
have appeared visionary to predict conditions as we know them today. 
Because of the fact that social measures such as we now have on our 
statutes appeared unobtainable, we would not have assumed to propose 
them. It is quite true that they were at that time unobtainable. For 
what labor has gained was not acquired over night; but progressively, 
step by step, it has advanced to occupy its rightful place at the con- 
ference table. The struggle of labor for recognition of the part it 
played in supplying a vast and growing country with adequate trans- 
portation—a primary essential to the nation’s growth—is in the past. 
Through wise leadership and a strong supporting membership, railroad 
labor has forged into the front ranks of organized citizenry, and today 
its influence is second to none in this country. Because of its con- 
sideration for the rights of others, its respect for the agreements it 
enters into, and its courage in defense of its own rights, organized 
railroad labor has demonstrated not only its stability but its generosity 
as well. Based on this record of success over a long period of years, 
I am confident that it will continue to move forward to provide still 
better conditions for the workers it represents. 

I am also confident that this progressive trend will make it pos- 
sible to complete the program to which I have referred and which I 
would like to make the subject of discussion today. ... 

The railroad retirement act is without doubt the most important 
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part of such a program. Its protection extends to all employes, whereas 
unemployment insurance may never be called upon by a large number 


of regularly employed workers. Likewise, workmen’s compensation 
and sick and accident insurance may never be used by a large majority 
of the workers. 

Quite properly the railroad retirement act may be credited with 
relieving the fear and uncertainty that has confronted all wage earners 
who have not been able to provide against the day when their income 
from wages will stop either by reason of advanced age or because of 
disability. The advent of this act has brought to the railroad worker 
the assurance that he has credit for, and shall receive, monthly income 
payments should he become totally and permanently disabled or ig 
retirement from active service confronts him because of advanced age, 


Amendments 


It is not claimed for this Act that it is perfect in every respect, and 
there is no doubt that it needs some revision to correct those obvious 
inperfections as they are disclosed from time to time. As a matter of 
fact, it has already been found necessary to make a few changes. For 
example, a situation arose in Mexico with respect to Pullman employes, 
The laws of Mexico do not permit making deductions from the wages 
of workers; therefore, this act was amended to exclude from coverage 
those Pullman employes who operate into and receive their wages in 
Mexico. Last year the retirement act was further amended to give 
credit for prior military service, and there is now a bill before both 
houses of Congress proposing to allow credit for future military service 
by workers who leave the industry to go into the armed forces of the 
United States. Two other provisions are now being considered by the 
board with a view to recommending certain changes. One of these pro- 
visions is the disability coverage which appears to be much too restric- 
tive, particularly with respect to the thirty-year service requirement. 
With a slight increase in the tax rate, this service requirement can be 
reduced to a minimum. Should service be entirely eliminated the ad- 
ditional annual cost would not exceed $10,000,000 and in all probability 
would be considerably less. Some modification of other features of that 
same provision are also worthy of consideration and they are being 
studied to ascertain the approximate cost. 


Survivor Annuities 


The second provision just referred to deals with joint and survivor 
annuities. The operation of this provision, notwithstanding our efforts 
to make a full and complete analysis available to applicants, has proved 
somewhat disappointing. Only about seven per cent of the total number 
of annuitants on the rolls have taken advantage of joint and survivor 
elections. 


In those cases where the spread between the ages of the annuitant 
and his wife is not too great and where the single-life annuity is sub- 
stantial, joint and survivor annuities appear to be adequate. In other 
cases the joint and survivor amount may prove to be insufficient and 
it is no doubt due to this fact that only a small percentage of annuitants 
have elected to receive that type of annuity. 


A better plan could not easily be developed unless additional income 
were to be provided. If desired, it might be possible to permit addi- 
tional contributions to be made which could be used either to increase 
annuities under a joint and survivor plan, or to set up a separate fund 
for widows’ annuities. This possibility is now being studied and I be- 
lieve it is safe to say that the present provision will be remedied to 
the extent possible after all parties concerned have had time to give 
it careful study. 

Cost of Changes 


There have been a variety of proposals for changes in this act, all 
of which, if adopted, would materially increase the cost and for that 
reason it has not been advisable to recommend favorable action. 
Although the board has carefully studied the effect of experience had 
thus far, it believes such experience is not sufficient to permit of a 
reliable estimate for long range needs. Experience had to date, if used 
as a guide, would indicate long range costs in excess of income; how- 
ever, even that experience may be too short to be representative of 
a long range condition. That a short-term experience fails to provide 
a good basis for long range estimates is obvious. For example, there 
was a recession in business the latter part of 1937 and continuing 
through 1938, during which period workers were laid off, which, of 
course, resulted in smaller pay rolls and a corresponding decline in 
pay-roll tax. Thus, less money went into the retirement fund. This, 
coupled with increased retirements, cost the fund some $20,000,000. 

At the present time the trend of business is upward with employ- 
ment, pay rolls and pay-roll taxes increasing. While this condition 
continues, larger tax revenues will flow into the fund, thereby having 
an effect directly opposite to that of 1937-1938. If each change down- 
ward in the business cycle is offset by an equal upward turn, the 
problem of forecasting the future effect on the fund is lessened, but 
still we have no assurance that such a counter-balance will be present 
throughout a reasonably long period to the same degree found during 4 
short period. It would appear then that we should have the benefit of 
a longer experience on which to base long range estimates. 

Even though the system established does not provide for full re 
serves there should always be reasonable protection by assurance that 
the fund is adequate to meet not only normal demands but emergency 
demands as well. Neither tax payers nor beneficiaries gain by inade- 
quate financing as the future of both is harassed and endangered. 
Desired changes in the act which would operate to increase the cost 
should never be advanced unless the additional revenue required can be 
provided. . 

Workmen’s Compensation 


Workmen's compensation as part three of the program has been 
expressed in a bill introduced by Senator Wagner of New York and sub- 
sequently referred by him to the board for study. The purpose of this 
proposed legislation is to reduce and prevent accidents to employes, to 
provide for the care, treatment and compensation of disabilities and to 
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pring about vocational rehabilitation and reemployment of those em- 
ployes in the railroad industry who become disabled in the course of 
their employment. 

The United States Senate by resolution passed July 22, 1941, 
directed the retirement board to conduct an investigation of the in- 
cidence of injuries and of the social and economic consequences thereof 
and to report its findings to the Senate committee on interstate com- 
merce at the earliest practicable time. Such an investigation should 
produce material of real value to the development and structure of a 
plan for tederal workmen’s compensation adaptable to the railroad in- 
dustry. 

Sickness and Accident Relief 


Sickness and accident relief is the fourth point in the program 
and is mentioned fourth since it follows in general sequence the pattern 
developed after applying the other parts of the program. To the em- 
ployes with growing children to feed, clothe and educate, the stoppage 
of income through inability to work because of sickness or injury is 
just as serious if not more serious than a lay-off in reduction in force, 
for not only is he without income but his expenses are increased to the 
extent of medical treatment. 

When the unemployment insurance legislation was enacted, pro- 
vision for benefit payments were of necessity limited to those unem- 
ployed individuals who could meet the qualifications of ‘“‘employe’’ and 
who held themselves available for employment. If the unemployment 
of an individual was due to sickness and he was not available for 
employment, he would not be eligible to receive benefits under the act. 
If an employe was laid off in a force reduction and during such period 
of unemployment became ill, he would be denied unemployment benefits 
until he had recovered sufficiently to become available for employment. 
By this you will see that there exists a so-called ‘‘no-man’s land’”’ 
within the unemployment insurance field—a serious defect which must 
be corrected if workers are to be given reasonably adequate protection. 

With the board’s already organized and fairly well distributed 
field service, we have the basic foundation upon which to build the 
additional service for the administration of both workmen’s compensa- 
tion and a plan to dispense relief in cases of sickness and accident 
not taken care of by either of the other plans. The cost of benefits 
under such a system is not likely to reach high proportions and by 
integration with other functions of the board now being performed, 
administration costs would be greatly minimized. 

Thus, with (a) adequate provision for the worker when he retires 
because of age or disability, (b) protection against the loss of income 
during periods of unemployment, (c) protection against loss of income 
due to accidents and industrial breakdown, and with (d) relief during 
periods of sickness and misfortune which also operate to stop wage 
income, a well rounded social program will have been established. 


INQUIRY BY R. R. B. 


The Railroad Retirement Board has scheduled for Septem- 
ber 10, at Omaha, Neb., a hearing for determination of the 
status of Interstate Transit Lines, Interstate Transit Lines, 
Inc., and Union Pacific Stages of California under the railroad 
unemployment insurance act. Among questions to be pre- 
sented at the hearing will be one as to whether or not the 
aforesaid companies have ever been directly or indirectly owned 
or controlled by, or under common control with, one or more 
express companies, sleeping-car companies, or carriers by rail- 
road, in such manner as to constitute each or any of those 
companies an owned or controlled company with the mean‘ng 
of section 1 (a) of the railroad unemployment insurance act. 


Coal Car Supply 


Secretary Ickes of the Interior Department said August 11 
that coal transportation facilities were heavily taxed, that 97 
to 98 per cent of the present coal car supply was in use now, 
and that coal car freight loadings had increased 26 per cent 
over 1940, while the number of coal cars had increased only 
3 per cent between September, 1940, and June, 1941. 

“Although the coal transportation situation continues to be 
tight, there have been no serious coal car shortages at the 
mines to date according to the carriers,” said Mr. Ickes. “Statis- 
tics published by the Association of American Railroads indi- 
cate that surplus coal cars, available at the mines for loading, 
continued to average from approximately 17,000 to 19,000 cars 
daily. This is a decrease of around 50 per cent from the 
average daily surplus at the end of June, 1940. This con- 
dition prevailed despite an increase of approximately 5 per 
cent in the number of available, serviceable coal cars between 
June 30, 1941, and September 31, 1940. On September 31, 
1940, the available, serviceable cars totaled approximately 
712,800 cars. On June 30, 1941, they totaled 748,424 cars. 

_ “Concern over the general transportation situation still is 
being shown by coal producers and dealers, consumers, trans- 
portation journals and others. The heavy increase in the 
demand for transportation facilities for other commodities also 
has an effect upon facilities for hauling coal. 

“Two particular situations which are being closely watched 
are shipments to Great Lakes docks and the Tidewater ship- 
ments via coastwise vessels from Hampton Roads to New Eng- 
land ports. The lag in both Great Lakes and Tidewater ship- 
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ments still reflects the suspension of coal mining operations 
last April. 

“Distribution statistics indicate that shipments to Great 
Lakes docks are approximately 21 per cent lower than they 
were at the same time last year, despite the heavy increase in 
production. Great Lakes coal cargo loadings this year totaled 
19,198,211 as of July 26, whereas they were 24,497,200 same 
time last year. Coal Division economists believe that Lake 
dock shipments this year should materially exceed those for 
last year, when 48,000,000 tons were stored prior to the close 
of navigation in November. 

“Shipment of New England cargo coal, via Tidewater ves- 
sels from Hampton Roads, are approximately the same as 
last year at the same time, despite the estimated increased re- 
quirements. They totaled 7,185,777 tons for the year 1941 
as of July 26, as compared with 7,167,744 for the corresponding 
time in 1940. Rail shipments supply a smaller portion of New 
England’s needs. Although they have increased materially this 
year, they totaled only 3,289,250 tons for the year as of July 
19. As of the same period last year they totaled 2,836,950 
tons.” 

“This country can avert a shortage of bituminous coal,” 
Luther Harr, Bituminous Coal Consumers’ Counsel, said Aug. 
1Z, “only if consumers, large and small, move quickly to buy 
and store the fuel they will need this winter. 

“That is why this office has been conducting a nation-w'de 
campaign to this end—to clear the railroads for movement of 
other defense materials and in the interest of the consumer.” 

Harr’s statement followed that made by Secretary Ickes. 

“The Office of the Bituminous Coal Consumers’ Counsel 
saw this threat many weeks ago,” Harr said. “Our economists, 
watching production figures and carloading reports of the As- 
sociation of American Railroads, realized that increased de- 
mands upon the carriers, currently more than 15 per cent above 
normal, presaged a shortage of carload facilities in the week 
ending September 13. 

“That shortage, because of heavy defense demands and 
seasonal causes, threatens to increase through the fall, probably 
reaching a peak in the week ending October 25, when the shori- 
age will reach approximately 50,000 carloads.” 


LOCOMOTIVE FUEL AND POWER 


The cost of fuel and power charged to yard and train serv- 
ice of class I steam railways, including switching and terminal 
companies, was $26,261,280 for May as compared with $20,- 
908,053 for the same month last year, and $127,390,753 for the 
five months ended with May as against $113,033,493 for the 
same 1940 period, according to a Commission compilation, state- 
ment M-230. 


LOCOMOTIVE FUEL COAL PRICE CASE 


The Bituminous Coal Division, Department of the Interior, 
has denied a request of the Bituminous Coal Producers’ Board 
for District 7 for a reduction of 20 cents a ton in the minimum 
prices at the mines for low volatile (“smokeless”) coals shipved 
from mines in Virginia and West Virginia to “off-line” rail- 
roads for locomotive fuel use. The petitioning board contended 
such a price reduction was necessary for several reasons, one 
being that it would permit the sale of West Virginia and Vir- 
ginia low volatile coals for locomotive fuel use in St. Louis, 
Mo., and other cities in which anti-smoke ordinances were cre- 
ating a demand for “smokeless” coal. 


SHIPPING COAL AND PRICES 


Director Howard A. Gray, of the bituminous coal division 
of the Department of the Interior, has issued a statement say- 
ing that regulations prohibit code member producers from ship- 
ping coal by rail from any loading point or railroad other than 
those listed for their particular mines in the official records of 
the division. 

“Producers now making rail shipments from loading points 
so listed and who desire to ship from additional loading points 
should file appropriate petitions with the division requesting 
such changes,” said the statement. 

“The statement said that there is some confusion in the 
industry concerning the significance of freight origin groups 
and shipping points for rail coals. In formulating minimum 
prices, the division grouped mines into freight origin groups 
upon the basis of their loading points and railroads as shown 
in official division records. This was done as a means of sim- 
plifying the preparation, use and contents of the price sched- 
ules, particularly so that the minimum prices would appro- 
priately reflect the relative market values of the different coals 
at points of delivery in the light of the prevailing freight rate 
structure. The use of shipping points other than those listed 
in the division’s records is inimical to the proper functioning 
of the price schedules.” 
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Efficient Use of Cars 


A challenge to each railroad so to perform its function as a 
transportation agency that no criticism may come from shippers 
or receivers of any failure to give a maximum service and a 
challenge to railroad officers and employes engaged in car 
handling activities are seen by Chairman Kendall, of the car 
service division, A. A. R., in two letters received by him, one 
from a shipper and one from a neutral observer. 

The shipper wrote that if he were a railroad executive he 
would require every division superintendent to write a personal 
letter to every freight agent under his jurisdiction, frankly tell- 
ing the agent what must be done by everyone “if we are to suc- 
cessfully meet this transportation emergency.” He thought 
the superintendent should make at least three suggestions to 
the agent relating to prompt loading and unloading of cars, 
reporting of unnecessary delays in loading or unloading, and 
urging receivers to increase the size of orders to the largest 
possible amount to prevent wasted car capacity. 

The neutral observer, a keen analyst of the task confront- 
ing the railroads, said Mr. Kendall, wrote: 


As I read the literature of the association, and the proceedings of 
the advisory boards, I am conscious of a growing conviction that 
while the statements with respect to the accomplishments of the rail- 
roads in additions and betterments, power and equipment, faster time, 
increased train haul, etc., are excellent, and the appeal for cooperation 
is strong, yet there is a lack of mutuality of which, were I a shipper, 
I should be uneasily conscious. 

In showing the possibilities of an additional ton per car, why not 
add, ‘‘The railroads are doing their best to load their company mate- 
rial, their coal, and other supplies so as to gain this additional ton; 
loading to full load-limit as stenciled on car, or to full cubical capacity. 
Will not each shipper make an earnest effort to do likewise for the 
common good?’’ 

In showing that to save one day in turn-around time would be 
equivalent to making available 100,000 additional freight cars, why not 
add, ‘‘for shippers,’’ and say, ‘‘The railroads are trying hard to 
eliminate this extra day by better terminal handling, more prompt 
repair of ‘bad order’ cars, and by loading and unloading equipment 
containing their company freight the day the cars are received. Will 
each shipper not joint in the plan, and thus do his bit in this time 
of emergency ?”’ 

Wouldn’t this appeal: ‘‘The railroads are undertaking to place 
ears for their company freight only as and when the freight can be 
promptly loaded, using the type and capacity of cars most economical 
for the intended lading. Their employes are instructed to remove all 
dunnage, blocking and rubbish so that cars can be reused immediately. 
They are striving to shorten the time between release and reloading 
of cars both with regard to their own freight and that of their patrcns. 
Will not each shipper clean each car unloaded and promptly notify the 
railroad when cars are made empty? Idle cars mean waste. Let us 
all pull together in loading to the limit and loading and unloading 
promptly; thus making a combined contribution to national defense 
of no mean proportions.”’ 


Revenue Freight Leading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended August 9 
totaled 878,549 cars, according to the Association of American 
Railroads. This was an increase of 151,476 cars or 20.8 per 
cent above the corresponding week in 1940, and an increase of 
217,526 cars or 32.9 per cent above the same week in 1939. 

Loading of revenue freight the week of August 9 was a 
decrease of 4,516 cars or five-tenths of one per cent below the 
preceding week. This was the third consecutive week load'ng 
decreased compared with the preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1940 and 1939. 


1941 1940 1939 
ee EE 2,740,095 2,557,735 2,288,730 
4 weeks of February ................ 2,824,188 2,488,879 2,282,866 
So. a 3,817,918 3,123,916 2,976,655 
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beeen nce ip odbc cig EE Ee 2,793,563 2,495,212 2,225,188 
fee: MOE ee 4,160,527 3,351,840 2,926,408 
EN TE EEE No ceo sa cneen wash viele 3,510,137 2,896,953 2,563,953 
a ED inns incie wales s wes 6 bie 3,413,427 2,822,450 2,532,236 
OG CE AMEE Ds sibivasciedacinsicteves 883,065 717,927 656,553 
Pe NRE © oa is ws acdiowcsivea 878,549 727,073 661,023 

WY he dbae i hapneoes Veeksvin'cbans 25,021,469 21,181,985 19,113,619 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended August 
9 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,065 and 7,914, live 
stock, 882 and 1,127; coal, 35,516 and 25,601; coke, 3,581 and 2,638: 
forest products, 2,334 and 1,760; ore, 6,320 and 5,620; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 42,681 and 38,688; miscellaneous, 79,339 and 62,355; tctal, 
1941, 177,718; 1940, 145,753; 1939, 133,181. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,034 and 4,028; liye 
stock, 768 and 900; coal, 47,803 and 33,968; coke, 5,507 and 4,595, forest 
products, 1,582 and 1,187; ore, 14,424 and 13,698; merchandise, L. C, L,, 
29,912 and 26,656; miscellaneous, 89,513 and 70,266; total, 1941, 193,543. 
1940, 155,298; 1939, 129,693. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 244 and 309: live 
stock, 154 and 191; coal, 43,161 and 35,187; coke, 713 and 523; forest 
products, 911 and 661; ore, 631 and 414; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,910 
and 5,601; miscellaneous, 7,959 and 6,890; total, 1941, 58,683; 1940, 
49,776; 1939, 48,898. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,442 and 2,283; live 
stock, 978 and 1,005; coal, 21,863 and 17,153; coke, 603 and 397; forest 
products, 15,117 and 11,216; ore, 1,708 and 1,322; merchandise, L. C, L,, 
25,253 and 25,933; miscellaneous, 52,135 and 38,057; total, 1941, 120,099: 
1940, 97,366; 1939, 94,421. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 15,664 and 15,000: 
live stock, 2,252 and 2,116; coal, 4,537 and 4,180; coke, 2,268 and 1,641: 
forest products, 13,180 and 10,221; ore, 48,389 and 44,792; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 19,037 and 18,570; miscellaneous, 40,382 and 33,145; total, 
1941, 145,709; 1940, 129,665; 1939, 110,198. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 12,795 and 
8,670; live stock, 3,361 and 4,190; coal, 9,210 and 6,942; coke, 272 and 
339; forest products, 10,429 and 7,256; ore, 4,870 and 3,964; merchan- 
dise, L. C. L., 24,709 and 24,049; miscellaneous, 61,988 and 50,297; total, 
1941, 127,634; 1940, 105,707; 1939, 100,937. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,643 and 3,182: 
live stock, 1,626 and 1,203; coal, 4,339 and 2,826; coke, 112 and 100; 
forest products, 5,565 and 3,873; ore, 355 and 399; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,182 and 10,170; miscellaneous, 29,341 and 21,755; total, 1941, 55,163: 
1940, 43,508; 1939, 43,695. 


Handling Grain Crop 


“Railroads are handling the heavy grain harvest of 1941 
without transportation difficulty,” says the Association of 
American Railroads. 

“In the southwest and central west, where the harvest is 
completed, cars were provided for every bushel of grain which 
could be unloaded at any market. In the northwest, where 
the harvest of the near-record crop is now under way, the rail- 
roads are prepared to move every bushel for which storage can 
be found. 

“In “handling the 1941 crop, the railroads faced an un- 
precedented situation. With a record-breaking carry-over of 
more than 400,000,000 bushels of old wheat, elevators in the 
grain belt were already filled to from one-half to three-fourths 
of their capacity before the new harvest began. To make room 
for the storage of the new crop, old grain had to be moved out 
to elevators at distant points where room could be found for it. 

“Most of the stored grain was held under government loans 
which did not mature until so late in the spring that the move- 
ment of the grain could not be started until just at the begin- 
ning of the harvest. 

“This double task of handling the grain of two crops at 
the same time required double planning on the part of the rail- 
roads. While empty cars were being moved into the grain belt to 
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Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Aug. 9 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coal 
1941 45,887 10,021 166,429 
Weta MI TOMBS. o'n.60:050.0 0085000: | i940 41,386 10,732 125,857 
| 1939 40,103 11,234 114,061 
Preceding week Aug. 2............ 1941 46,142 9,759 166,144 
Per cent increase over............ 1940 10.9 $2.2 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 6.6 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 4.4 45.9 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 10.8 
1941 1,225,560 338,846 4,391,736 
Cumulative 32 weeks to Aug. 9. J 1940 1,110,843 351,371 4,089,523 
{| 1939 1,149,569 364,118 3,231,911 
Per cent increase over............ 1940 10.3 7.4 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1940 3.6 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 6.6 35.9 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1939 6.9 


Per cent to 15 year average, 112.1. 


Forest Mdse. 
Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
13,056 49,118 76,697 156,684 360,657 878,549 
10,283 36,174 70,209 149,467 282,765 727,073 
6,734 31,222 49,077 153,117 255,475 661,023 
13,132 50,644 77,228 155,724 364,292 883,065 
27.0 35.8 9.2 4.7 27.5 20.8 
93.9 57.3 56.3 2.3 41.2 32.9 
414,130 1,309,560 1,538,080 4,960,296 10,843,261 25,021,469 
313,930 1,028,835 1,122,536 4,652,331 8,512,616 21, 181,98 
202,903 900,380 750,076 4,770,886 7,743,769 19,113,612 
31.9 27.3 37.0 6.6 27.4 18.1 
104.1 45.4 105.1 4.0 40.0 30. 
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build up the reserve supply necessary to handle the new har- 


vest, olher cars were being sent out, carrying as much of the 


old grain as storage could be found for at distant points, al- 
together more than 75,000,000 bushels. 

“In spite of this unprecedented double movement, the rail- 
roads built up at country loading stations in the west a re- 
serve supply of grain cars which, at its peak, numbered 30,263 
cars, nearly 5,000 more than were stored in reserve for grain 
movement at the peak a year ago. 

“Handling the movement of the wheat crop even in an 
ordinary year is a test of transportation capacity and organ- 
ization. Under this year’s extraordinary conditions, the test 
was even more severe. That the railroads were able to meet 
it was due to the close cooperation of all lines, eastern and 
southern as well as western, working under the direction of 
the car service division of the Association of American Rail- 
roads. Cars were sent west empty at the rate of more than a 
thousand a day to insure an adequate car supply when the 
harvest began. At the same time, special attention was given 
to the handling of the old grain which was moved to elevators 
in the east and on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, frequently in 
solid blocks of 25 to 50 cars, to be unloaded at seaboard, or 
wherever elevator space was available, and to be returned 
empty to the grain fields. 

“One movement of 500 cars of wheat was handled in solia 
special trains from Chicago to elevators in Philadelphia, un- 
loaded, and the empties returned to Chicago in special trains, 
with the last of the 500 cars back in Chicago and on their way 
to the grain fields within less than six days. 

“Before the southwestern movement was cornpleted, stor- 
age space at all the southwestern markets was almost com- 
pletely filled. At Kansas City, St. Louis, and Salina, at the re- 
quest of the grain interests and to forestall congestion, an 
embargo was placed against further movements for storage. 
The same condition now prevails at Minneapolis and Duluth- 
Superior in the northwestern grain belt, with the spring wheat 
loading barely started. No more grain can be received for 
storage at these points until some of the carry-over now there 
is moved out. 

“For like reasons, because the terminal elevators at these 
points are filled, no more grain can be moved at this time for 
storage at Philadelphia and Baltimore on the Atlantic coast, 
at the Puget Sound and Columbia River ports in the northwest, 
and for certain elevators at Cincinnati, Louisville and Toledo, 
in the interior. As space becomes available at these points, 
shipments for storage are being accepted. On the other hand, 
should storage space at any of the elevator points which are 
now open be filled up, shipments to those points for storage 
will have to be halted. In all cases, grain intended for imme- 
diate sale and not for storage is being accepted for shipment to 
these points. 

“The successful handling of the new crop, up to the limit 
of available storage, plus the movement at the same time of a 
considerable part of the old grain which had been held in 
elevators under government loans, was accomplished only be- 
cause all of the railroads of the United States work together 
on a problem of this kind as though they were one system, and 
because of the organized cooperation of grain shippers, ele- 
vator and milling interests, agricultural representatives and 
government agencies with the railroads and with one another.” 

Data from the railroads’ statement on handling the grain 
crop was published in the August 12 issue of “Defense,” pub- 
lished by the Office for Emergency Management. Commissioner 
Mahaffie, of the Commission, said he was pleased at the way 
the railroads had handled the grain crop. 


The Minneapolis district office of the car service division 
of the Association of American Railroads has called attention to 
an error in the wording of the revised embargo on grain to 
Minneapolis, St. Paul and Duluth, and the statement covering 
that revision issued by the Committee to Acquire and Dis- 
Seminate Information to Facilitate the Handling and Storing of 
Grain (see Traffic World, August 9, p. 340). The revised 
embargo and the statement both said the restriction would 
hot apply “providing such consignee files with the loading rail- 
road a permit” obtained from the committee. The permit, the 
Minneapolis car service division office says, is not to be obtained 
and filed by the consignee, but by the shipper. 


SURPLUS FREIGHT CARS 


The average daily surplus of freight cars of U. S. railroads 
for the week ended August 2 was 62,470 as compared with 
66,660 for the week ended July 26 and 73,273 for the week 
ended July 19, according to the car service division of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads. The surplus for the week ended 
August 2 was made up of 22,410 plain box, 2,369 auto box, 
2,073 flat, 9,360 gondola, 8,410 hopper, and 17,848 miscellaneous 
cars, while the surplus for the week ended July 26 was made 
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up of 24,533 plain box, 2,517 auto box, 1,971 flat, 10,612 gon- 


dola, 9,034 hopper, and 17,993 miscellaneous cars. For the 
fifth consecutive week, Canadian roads reported no surplus (see 
Traffic World, July 26, p. 225). 

For the week ended August 9, U. S. roads reported an aver- 
age daily surplus of 58,561 freight cars, made up of 18,679 plain 
box, 2,961 auto box, 1,884 flat, 9,032 gondola, 9,710 hopper 
and 16,295 miscellaneous cars, according to the car service 
division. Again, Canadian roads reported no surplus. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE REPORTS 

Chairman Kendall, of the car service division, Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, has asked transportation officers 
of the railroads, on account of the interest displayed by the 
general public and by governmental authorities in the ability 
of the railroads successfully to meet increasing demands for 
transportation, to exercise unusual care in the compilation of 
average daily freight car surplus and shortage reports. 

“It is intended that the report should accurately show 
as surplus all cars available in excess of current or intended 
loading and as shortages all cases where the railroad industry 
has actually failed to furnish cars to shippers within a rea- 
sonable time after the date on which they were ordered placed 
and goods offered for transportation were thereby denied proper 
service,” said he. 

Instructions as to how to accomplish the outlined objective 
were sent to the railroads by Mr. Kendall. 


Tax Bill and Transportation 


R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, in testimony August 13 before the Senate finance 
committee on the tax bill passed and sent to the Senate by the 
House, presented, on behalf of the nation’s Class I railroads, 
several objections to, and proposed revisions of, the considered 
bill. 

One of his principal contentions was that the special 10 
per cent excess profits tax which the bill would impose would 
subject the railroad industry to “unfair and discriminating” 
hardship. 

Noting that the bill would permit commuters to travel 30 
miles without having to pay the 5 per cent travel tax prescribed 
by the bill, Mr. Fletcher said the A. A. R. took no exception 
tu the proposal to tax transportation of persons, since the bill 
was so written as to make the tax apply to transportation by 
motor vehicle, by air, by water or by rail. He regarded the 
30-mile limitation as too short, however, saying he assumed 
the purpose of the exemption was to exempt the class of season 
or commutation tickets used practically daily by commuters, 
and that the 30-mile provision did not take care of suburban 
territory in cities like Chicago and New York. He recom- 
mended changing that limitation to 60 miles, and that the 
exemption clause be amended to include the words “transporta- 
tion for trips where the regular railway fare does not exceed 
35 cents.” He also advocated that men in uniform of any 
of the nation’s armed forces be exempt from payment of the 
5 per cent travel tax. 


Mr. Fletcher said the capital stock tax would be increased 
under provisions of the new bill. He observed that the act 
of 1938 which imposed that tax provided that taxpayers had the 
right to make their declarations of value every three years— 
in 1938 and in 1941, and that they might make such declara- 
tions in 1939 and 1940, but only upward. 


“You can put your own value on capital stock,” he said. 
“If you make it high, it increases your capital stock tax but 
decreases your tax elsewhere under certain circumstances .. . 
What we are asking here is that this law be so written that 
the taxpayers in 1942 be permitted to make a new declara- 
tion of value ... for the reason that we are now facing a new 
law, many of the provisions in this act having to do with ex- 
cess profits and other kinds of taxes, and we are facing a 
very uncertain state of affairs. Nobody knows whether 1942 
is going to be a period of increased or decreased prosperity. 
There ought to be given to the taxpayers the right of making 
a new declaration of value in 1942 at least, when they can 
see a little more clearly just what is going to happen.” 

As to the proposed special 10 per cent excess profits tax, 
Mr. Fletcher said: 


There is given to all corporate taxpayers the right to select whether 
their excess profits shall be calculated according to the average earn- 
ings method, sometimes called the income method, or whether they shall 
select the invested capital method . . . Congress ought to decide one way 
or the other . . . This bill combines the two methods... If the tax- 
payer selects the invested capital method and finds that the credit 
which the act allows him wipes out his earnings to the point where 
there is no excess profit taxable income, it is not satisfied with that 
but goes on then and applies to him the average earnings method to 
the extent of taxing him 10 per cent on the amount which his earnings 
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in, the current year exceed average earnings in the base period, so it 
gets the poor, unfortunate taxpayer coming and going, and for that 
reason it seems to me it presents a real injustice. . . 

We are making a little money this year, for the first time in a long 
time. You take the earnings of a railroad and you use the invested 
capital method, and you apply a credit of 7 per cent—it is 8 per cent 
on. the first $500,000, but in most of the large railroads that does not 
g0>very far—you find that wipes out the excess profits we will assume 
for the purpose of the argument, but here comes along this law and says, 
**Even though you do not have any tax to pay in the way of legitimate 
excess profits tax. after you have selected the invested capital 
method we are going to apply the average earnings method to you. We 
are not satisfied with the fact that you have earned nothing over and 
above 7 per cent of your invested capital, you are earning now more 
than you earned in the base period, and we are going to get after that.”’ 
So,they subtract from the amount you earn in the present year the 
amount earned in the base period, which in most cases was zero in the 
case of the railroads, and they put a special 10 per cent tax on that 
excess. It is that 10 per cent I am talking about and nothing else. 


In the course of questioning, Mr. Fletcher said the bad 
erder car situation of the railroads now was the best in their 
history, with less than 3 per cent of such cars. Asked by 
Senator Herring, of Iowa, to what the higher earnings of the 
railroads this year might be attributed, Mr. Fletcher said the 
question had qualities of embarrassment, adding that it might 
be said, if it was all attributable to the defense program, that 
“you ought to pay a special tax on it.” He said he was not 
able to say to what extent the increase was attributable to the 
defense program. Asked how this year’s railroad income was 
being spent, the witness said: 


The railroads of the country have spent enormous amounts in re- 
pairing their cars, and in buying new cars, and they have given orders 
now. for the acquisition of new equipment which taxes the capacity of 
the car manufacturing plants, and the only thing that is holding them 
back towards the acquisition of a large amount of new equipment is a 
scarcity of steel. There are no priorities, you know, in transportation. 
Priorities have been granted with respect to manufacture of steel and 
production of aluminum, this, that, and the other, but the transporta- 


—“tion agencies of the country, railroads, trucks and the like, have asked 


for no priorities and they have been required to put in effect no priori- 
ties, because they are taking care of the load and burden offered them, 
even with the difficulties that surround them. And they would be per- 
fectly able to take care of it at their own expense and not government 
expense, at their own expense if they were able to obtain the material 
and make new cars and repair the old cars. . . 

Remember, the railroad industry is a regulated industry, an indus- 
try: affected with the public interest. The railroads do not determine 
their rate of return, they do not fix the rates, they are fixed by public 
authority. Not only their rates, but their wages are fixed by public 
authority to a very great extent... 


Mr. Fletcher said the railroads were making more money 
in 1941 than they had made since 1929 or 1930, and that a 
“goodly part” was being expended in improving their plant, 
in acquisition of new cars and repairs of present cars, in build- 
ing longer side tracks to handle traffic they had now, and in im- 
proving yard conditions. He added that the railroads had not 
called on the government to bear any part of that expense. 


On inquiries as to the present financial status of the rail- 
roads, he said about one-third of the nation’s railroad mileage 
was represented in defaults on bonds, or receiverships; that the 
railroads had borrowed $810,000,000 from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, had paid back $345,000,000, and now owed 
the RFC $465,000,000, and that of $200,000,000 loaned to them 
by the Public Works Administration, the railroads had paid 
back $189,000,000 and now owed the PWA $11,835,000. 


Mr. Fletcher said that if the amount of the 10 per cent 
excise tax proposed could be saved by the railroads, much of 
it would be paid back to the government. If the tax were re- 
tained in the bill, he said, corporations with poor earnings in 
the base period should, “in any event,” be relieved from that 
tax if their taxable income was less than 6 per cent of their 
invested capital. He proposed that there be the privilege of a 
consolidated return for railroad systems including roads leased 
by proprietary companies “so that there may be no inequity of 
assessment and so that, being an income tax payable by the 
léssee, it may be measured by the consolidated net income, if 
any there be, of both lessor and lessee.” 


A. T. A. Manager’s Testimony 


John V. Lawrence, general manager of the American Truck- 
ing Associations, Inc., told the committee that truck operators 
were paying the federal government over $100,000,000 annually 
in excise taxes on trucks, accessories, parts, fuel and lubricants 
and said this was a form of taxation to which no other industry 
was subject. He said he hoped the average earnings method 
would be retained as an alternative to the invested capital basis 
of computing the excess profits tax. 

After discussing the scope of motor truck movements in the 
national defense program, he said that trucks in special state 
taxes on license tags and gasoline more than paid their share 
of road construction and maintenance cost. The considered bill, 
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he said, doubled “the already increased rate” of excise taxes on 
equipment, tires, tubes and parts for trucks, and in addition, he 
said, a 5 per cent tax, not previously in effect, was placed on 
trailers and semi-trailers. 

“This is an impost placed on one form of transportation not 
visited on others,” he declared. 

Observing that the operating ratios of truck lines in 1939 ang 
1939 were 97.26 and 95.14, respectively, he cited a concurring 
opinion by Chairman Eastman in the Commission’s decision 
February 3, 1940, in MC F-1108, Keeshin Freight Lines, Issuance 
of Notes, that prosperous conditions in the motor carrier indust 
required an operating ratio of 90 per cent. In recent months 
with rising costs, Mr. Lawrence continued, carriers who formerly 
netted 5 per cent on their gross revenue had seen that percentage 
“shrink in half.” 

“The increased excise taxes will still further shrink this 
revenue to the vanishing point, particularly if this committee 
should go further and recommend an excise tax on the gasoline 
used,” he said. 

Mr. Lawrence observed that one truck line on the Atlantic 
coast, in analyzing operating costs, had found that each road 
truck consumed 27,143 gallons of gasoline a year. A tax increase 
of 1 cent a gallon, said the witness, would increase the operating 
cost of one truck $271.43 a year. 

“Anyone familiar with public utility rates knows it is quite 
easy to get a rate decrease, but another problem to get a rate 
increase,” he said. “It is long drawn out and they are broke by 
the time their rates are increased.” 

Senator Guffey, of Pennsylvania, asked the witness what tax 
he would propose. Mr. Lawrence’s answer was that he was not 
a tax expert. 


Control of Exports 


Brig. Gen. Russell L. Maxwell, administrator of export con- 
trol, has announced the creation of a clearance section in his 
office through which an exporter or manufacturer of the United 
States, or a foreign importer, may submit export proposals on 
articles and materials deemed essential to the economic life of 
friendly countries. He stated that the clearance service did not 
in any manner change the procedure for obtaining export li- 
censes, adding that applications for such licenses must be 
submitted, as heretofore, to the Division of Control, Department 
of State, Washington, D. C. He said that by clearing requests 
for essential commercial needs through the Office of the Ad- 
ministrator of Export Control, it now was unnecessary for ex- 
porters to lose time in contacting the various other interested 
agencies of the government in order to arrange individual export 
transactions. Continuing, he said: 


To facilitate the work of the clearance section, the other agencies 
of the government concerned with export control and licensing have 
designated liaison officers to represent them in the Office of the Ad- 
ministrator of Export Control. 

Applications for clearance of export projects are processed through 
definite channels outlined with a view to expediting their return to 
the applicant without unnecessary delay. As an aid to exporters, the 
manufacturers, and foreign importers desirous of having their pro- 
posals cleared, instruction sheets are now available at the Office of the 
Administrator of Export Control. Copies of those instructions have 
been placed also in the field offices of the administrator of export con- 
trol in New York City, San Francisco, and Los Angeles, and they 


likewise are available in the Department of Commerce regional and 
district offices. 


The administrator has announced the issuance of export 
control schedule No. 16, which adds the following commodity 
forms, conversions, and derivatives to those already under ex- 
port control: Aconite leaves and roots, colclucum roots and 
seeds, additional radio transmitting sets, tubes, and parts; grind- 
ing mills, classifiers, and equipment therefor; tricresy] phos- 
phate; triphenyl phosphate, cleromium tanning mixtures, citric 
acid, and oxalic acid. 

Schedule 16 also includes changes in existing schedules cov- 
ering the following: Phenol-formaldehyde and urea-formalde- 
hyde resins, pyrethrum, and cadmium. 

The Secretary of State has revoked all general licenses for 
the export of silk, except the general license authorizing ex- 
ports to the Philippine Islands, and all individual licenses for 
the export of silk, except a very small number authorizing 
shipments to meet the urgent defense needs of countries resist- 
ing aggression. He announced the issuance of general license 
No. GAM 63, authorizing the exportation of mercury com- 


pounds, not to include metallic mercury, to the Philippine 
Islands. 


TRANSPORTING STOLEN CATTLE 


Congressional action on S. 1261, providing for punishment 
of persons transporting stolen cattle in interstate commerce, 
has been completed. Conferees on the bill eliminated poultry, 
sheep, hogs and horses from its provisions. 
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Freight Forwarder Regulation 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, submitted to the House, August 13, the com- 
mittee’s substitute for S. 210, the freight forwarder regulation 
pill passed by the Senate, and the committee report on the bill. 
The measure will not be taken up in the House until after 
September 1, according to Chairman Lea. 

“Forwarders perform a unique type of transportation serv- 
ice by means of coordinated use of the facilities of rail, motor, 
and water carriers in the transportation of freight,’ said the 
committee report. 

“There are at present a considerable number of well-estab- 
lished and responsible freight forwarding companies operating 
in the United States. They provide an expeditious service for 
the transportation of less than carload or package freight, some 
extending nation-wide. Their principal function consists of 
collecting less than carload shipments originating within a 
radius of 250 miles or sometimes more, bringing them together 
at a centralized concentration point, consolidating them into 
carload or truckload lots for movement to designated trade 
centers or distribution points, sometimes called break-bulk 
points, and distributing them to the consignees within a radius 
of possibly 250 miles or sometimes more. They utilize the 
services of rail, motor, and water carriers, and ship by what- 
ever means will afford the shortest and most expeditious 
medium, and, as a general rule, do not themselves operate 
physical transportation facilities.” 

Estimates submitted at the hearings, said the committee, 
indicated that these companies did an annual gross business 
amounting to approximately $200,000,000. 


Definition of Forwarder 


The report said the definition of “freight forwarder’ in the 
reported bill included only those persons who held themselves 
out “to the general public” to transport or provide transporta- 
tion of property for compensation, and only those who, in the 
ordinary and usual course of their business, performed or pro- 
vided for the performance of both the assembling and con- 
centrating operations and the break-bulk and distributing oper- 
ations in the through movement of property, and only those 
who assumed a common carrier responsibility for the trans- 
portation and safety of the property from point of receipt to 
point of destination. 

“The definition,” said the committee report, “therefore, 
draws a line of distinction which clearly excludes brokers, non- 
profit associations of shippers, warehousemen, and pool-car 
operators, as those persons normally operate, since such per- 
sons do not do all of the things required under the definition 
to constitute a freight forwarder. In order to make absolutely 
sure, however, that the definition cannot by construction be 
held to cover shippers, groups of shippers, and non-profit asso- 
ciations of shippers, consolidating or distributing freight for 
themselves or their members, or to cover warehousemen, pool- 
car operators, and other shippers’ agents engaged in con- 
solidating or distributing pool cars,.and not assuming re- 
sponsibility for the through movement of the property, sub- 
section (c) was included in this section. 

“The definition of ‘freight forwarder’ uses the language ‘or 
provide transportation.’ This was done because, while it is 
clear that the undertaking of the freight forwarder is of such a 
character that, so far as its legal obligations is concerned it is 
proper to refer to it as an undertaking ‘to transport,’ it does not 
ordinarily do the actual transporting itself. It was deemed 
advisable to use the words ‘provide transportation’ as well as 
transport’ so that regulation could not be avoided by technical 
claim that the forwarder did not itself physically ‘transport’ 
the property. 

“The definition, it will be noted, does not include a person 
by reason of a holding out to transport or provide transporta- 
ion ‘as a carrier subject to Part I, II or III’ of the interstate 
commerce act. The purpose of this provision is primarily to 
avoid regulation, under Part IV, of the operations of express 
companies, which might otherwise have been considered to be 
Included within the definition. It was deemed desirable to 
refer to the other carriers in order to clearly carry out the 
policy of not having Part IV apply with respect to transporta- 
ton performed by railroad, motor and water carriers in 
accordance with the applicable provisions of the interstate com- 
merce act.” 

As to exemptions the committee report said they conformed 
to the exemptions in Part II of the interstate commerce act in 
the case of common carriers by motor vehicle, with the excep- 
tion of the exemptions with respect to forwarding in case of 
a ‘single general commodity” and forwarding in case of “used 
household goods.” It said the exemption of forwarding caqn- 
fined exclusively to “used household goods” was included be- 
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cause used household goods was customarily handled by motor 
carriers, and the regulation provided under Part II was deemed 
to be all that was necessary at this time. Forwarding opera-, 
tions with respect to used household goods, when performed by 
forwarders engaged also in forwarding operations with respect 
to other commodities, would, of course, be regulated under 
Part IV, said the report. 


Assembling and Distribution Rates 


Explaining section 408 of the bill, the committee said it 
provided that nothing in the interstate commerce act should 
be construed to make it unlawful for common carriers subject 
to Part, I, II, or III of the act to establish “assembling” or 
“distribution” rates, and classifications, rules, or regulations 
with respect thereto, applicable to freight forwarders and 
others who employed or utilized the instrumentalities or serv- 
ices of such common carriers under like conditions, and which 
differed from other rates or charges, classifications, or rules, 
and regulations which contemporaneously applied with respect 
to the employment or utilization of the same instrumentalities 
or services, if such difference was justified by a difference in 
the respective conditions under which instrumentalities or 
services were employed or utilized. Such rates and charges 
would, of course, it said, have to satisfy the general require- 
ment of justness and reasonableness. 

The purpose was to permit, said the report, under the con- 
ditions specified, assembling rates lower than the rates avail- 
able generally in the case of less than carload and less than 
truckload shipments. Such rates, it said, were to be permitted 
with respect to the transportation of less than carload and less 
than truckload shipments for any part of the movement to or 
toward the principal gathering or concentration point, prior to 
line-haul movement as a part of a consolidated shipment. 

“In other words,” said the report, “such rates are to be per- 
mitted for transportation directly from point of origin to the 
principal concentration point, and from point of origin to any 
sub-concentration point, and from a sub-concentration point to 
the principal concentration point, except that such rates may not 
apply to a carload or truckload shipment.” 

The purpose also was to permit, said the report, under the 
conditions specified, “distribution” rates on the same general 
basis as assembling rates. Such rates are to be permitted with 
respect to the transportation of less-than-carload and less-than- 
truckload shipments for any part of the movement to or toward 
final destination, subsequent to the line-haul movement as part 
of a consolidated shipment. Such rates, the report continued, 
were to be permitted with respect to transportation directly 
from the principal break-bulk point to the point of destination, 
and from a sub-break-bulk point to point of destination, and 
from the principal break-bulk point to a sub-break-bulk point, 
except that such rates might not apply to a carload or truckload 
shipment. 


“The last sentence was included in the section to make sure 
that the assembling and distribution rates referred to would not 
be permitted with respect to movement of the consolidated con- 
signment between the principal concentration point and the prin- 
cipal break-bulk point,” said the report. ‘The inclusion of this 
sentence was probably not necessary, since the intention seems 
clear from the other provisions of this section, but it is included 
to remove any possible doubt. The limitation prescribed in this 
sentence will operate, of course, with respect to particular move- 
ments of traffic, according to what happens to the principal con- 
centration point and the principal break-bulk point in the case 
of the particular movement. Due to the fact that in different 
movements of traffic, even by the same forwarder, what happens 
to be the principal key point at one time may be a sub-key 
point at other times, it will not be possible to designate points 
between which, for the purposes of all movements, ‘assembl'ng’ 
and ‘distribution’ rates may not be established. This sentence 
must operate, in practical effect, as a limitation on the avail- 
ability or use of such rates in particular circumstances, rather 
than, in an absolute sense, a limitation on the establishment of 
such rates between certain points. 

“An illustration will serve to make the intention of this sec- 
tion clear. If Baltimore were a point at which individual ship- 
ments from Washington and Annapolis were concentrated into 
a truck for further movement into New York, and the con- 
centrated shipment moving into New York was there combined 
into a car with other shipments, and the consolidated consign- 
ment from New York was transported to Chicago, and at Chi- 
cago a break-bulk operation was performed, ‘assembling rates’ 
would be permissible for the movements from Washington and 
Annapolis to Baltimore, and for the movement from Baltimore 
tou New York (unless the shipment from Baltimore to New York 
was a ‘carload’ or ‘truckload’ shipment), but neither ‘assem- 
bling’ nor ‘distribution’ rates would be permissible from New 
York to Chicago. 

“The terms ‘less than carload’ and ‘less than truckload’ 
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and ‘carload’ and ‘truckload’ as used in this section, have ref- 
erence to the quantity or quantities specified for the applica- 
tion of particular rates under the tariffs and classifications of 
the carriers whose services the freight forwarders utilize. 

“Nothing in the section will, of course, limit the authority 
of the carriers whose services are to be utilized by freight for- 
warders to establish all-commodity carload or all-commodity 
truckload rates with respect to any movement of property, since 
such rates would be available to shippers generally, and their 
establishment or use is governed by the principles generally 
applicable with respect to the establishment and use of rates 
under parts I, II, and III.” 


Joint Rates 


The report explaining that section 409 provided for a rea- 
sonable period of adjustment within which the assembling and 
distribution rates might be established. It provided, it said, 
that during a period of 18 months subsequent to the enactment 
of part IV (the freight forwarder bill), freight forwarders and 
common carriers by motor vehicle subject to part II might 
operate under joint rates, whether or not such joint rates and 
charges had heretofore been filed with the Commission or 
tendered to it for filing. All the joint rates, concurrences and 
divisions under which operations are carried on during the 
temporary period will be subject to the provisions of part II. 
However, provisions are included with a view to permitting 
joint rates heretofore filed or offered for filing, and joint rates 
under which actual operations have been conducted, to become 
effective as of the date of enactment of the new part IV, with 
minimum requirements as to the form and manner of filing the 
tariffs covering such rates. With a view to speeding up the 
process of readjustment, said the report, it was provided that 
ne new joint rates might be filed, and changes might not be 
made in joint rates, after six months from the date of enact- 
ment of part IV, except where the Commission by order re- 
quired the making of changes. 

“The intention is that this section will operate to preserve,” 
said the report, “so far as possible, the status quo under which 
freight forwarders and such common carriers by motor vehicle 
are operating at the present time, so that the transition from 
the basis of operation under joint rates will cause the least 
possible disruption and dislocation in service to the public. 

“In recognition of the possibility that the readjustment 
may be effectuated prior to the expiration of the 18-month 
period specified, the Commission is by subsection (b) given the 
authority to shorten the period during which such freight for- 
warders and common carriers by motor vehicle may continue 
to operate under joint rates.” 

The report referred to the Commission’s order, now effec- 
tive October 1, 1941, requiring the striking of tariffs carrying 
joint rates with forwarders. 

“No authority for joint rates is included in the bill here 
reported,” said the report “(except during a temporary ad- 
justment period, as provided in section 409).” 

The committee said its decision not to include permanent 
authority for joint rates between freight forwarders and car- 
riers subject to parts I, II and III was not based on the belief 
that freight forwarders should be required to pay full pub- 
lished rates to such carriers in all cases. 


“On the contrary,” it said, “the committee is of the opinion 
that there is ample justification for rates available to for- 
warders (and to others to utilize the services of carriers under 
like conditions), lower than the rates available to shippers 
generally, on account of the special conditions under which for- 
warders and certain other persons utilize the services of car: 
riers in assembling and distributing operations. 

“It is for this reason that ‘assembling’ and ‘distribution’ 
rates are authorized by this section (408). The committee be- 
lieves that ‘assembling’ and ‘distribution’ rates represent a 
sounder and generally more satisfactory method of affording 
suitable rates to freight forwarders than the method of author- 
izing joint rates between freight forwarders and carriers.” 

The committee said there were a number of circumstances 
and conditions under which carriers performed service for 
freight forwarders which warranted the establishment by such 
carriers of the rates authorized. 


Small Parcel Forwarders 


Explaining section 407, motor carrier rates applicable to 
small parcel forwarders, the committee said at the present time 
that there were a few companies engaged in operations with 
respect to packages of the same general size and weight as 
were handled by parcel post. which were of such a character 
that their present status under the interstate commerce act 
had not yet been clearly determined. It said these companies 
would be subject to the legislation here proposed. It said 
their operations were similar to those of a freight forwarder. 
but they utilized motor carrier service almost exclusively, and 
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the basis on which they had compensated the motor cayrrier; 
whose services they used had been fixed under contracts. Their 
authority, under present law, to continue to have such cop. 
tracts with motor carriers, was open to doubt, said the com. 
mittee. Ordinary transportation agencies, being little cop. 
cerned with obtaining small package traffic, said the commit. 
tee, fixed a minimum uniform charge for all shipments under 
100 pounds. Such a rate was frequently, in effect, prohibitive 
of transportation of small packages by such agencies. Sec. 
tion 407, said the report, authorized the Commission, within 
the reasonable rate rule, to approve rates and classifications 
applicable to this particular type of traffic without violation of 
sound rate-making principles. 

The committee bill does not contain the commodities clause 
to which objection was made by shippers and others. 


Scheme of Regulation 


The committee bill provides for a scheme of regulation of 
freight forwarders by the Commission, similar in many respects 
to that imposed on other carriers subject to the Commission's 
jurisdiction. Rates, charges and practices of the forwarders 
will be subject to regulation by the Commission. 

Section 410, relating to permits, provides that no person 
shall operate as a freight forwarder without obtaining from 
the Commission a permit authorizing the operations in which 
it proposes to engage. However, any person already engaged 
in freight forwarding operations when part IV is enacted may 
continue such operations for a period of 180 days without a 
permit, and, if application for a permit is made with the Con- 
mission within such period, such person may continue in opera- 
tion until the Commission has disposed of such application, 
Provision is made for the issuance of a permit to any person 
whom the Commission finds to be ready, able and willing prop- 
erly to perform the service proposed, if it finds that the pro- 
posed service is or will be consistent with the public interest 
and the national transportation policy declared in the interstate 
commerce act. It is provided that no application by a corpo- 
ration controlled by, or under common control with, a common 
carrier subject to parts I, IJ, or III, shall be denied because 
of the relationship between such corporation and such common 
carrier. It is provided that the Commission shall not deny 
authority to engage in the whole or any part of the proposed 
service by any applicant solely on the ground that such service 
will be in competition with service subject to part IV performed 
by any other freight forwarder or freight forwarders. There 
is no “grandfather” clause. 


Relationship of Forwarders to Others 


Section 411 makes it unlawful for a freight forwarder (or 
for any person controlling, controlled by, or under common con- 
trol with a freight forwarder) to acquire control of a carrier 
subject to parts I, II or III of the interstate commerce act. Since 
this prohibition might operate against a carrier subject to the 
interstate commerce act by reason of its relationship to a 
freight forwarder, said the committee report, an exception was 
made to provide that it should not affect the right of a carrier 
to acquire control of another carrier in accordance with the 
provisions of section 5 of the interstate commerce act. 

It is provided, further, in this section that nothing in the 
interstate commerce act shall be construed to make it unlawful 
for any common carriers subject to parts I, II and III (or any 
person controlling such a common carrier) to have or to ac- 
quire control of a freight forwarder or freight forwarders. The 
provisions of this subsection, as well as those of section 410(c), 
are intended to carry out the policy of permitting such carriers 
to engage in freight forwarding indirectly, through control of 
subsidiary corporations, but of not permitting them to engage 
directly in the freight forwarding business, according to the 
report. The report said it was believed that this policy would 
result in more satisfactory administration of the provisions of 
the act as a whole than would be the case if direct freight for- 
warding operations by common carriers subject to parts I, Il 
or III were permitted. 

The bill provides, further, that, in any case where such 
control exists, no rate, charge, classification, rule, regulation or 
practice of a common carrier, or of any freight forwarder con- 
trolled by such common carrier, or under common control with 
such carrier, shall be held to be unlawful because of the rela- 
tionship between such common carrier and such freight for- 
warder. 


Bills of Lading 


The committee said section 413 made the provisions of 
section 20 (11) and (12) of the interstate commerce act appli- 
cable with respect to freight forwarders. It said the effect of 
this would be to require freight forwarders to give to thelr 
customers a bill of lading covering the service performed by 
the freight forwarder, under which the freight forwarders would 
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assume liability for the movement of the property from point 
of origin to point of destination. The freight forwarder, it 
added, would be considered both the receiving and delivering 
transportation company, for purposes of section 20 (11) and 
(12), but that in case the loss of or damage to the property 
transported occurred on the line of a carrier whose service the 
freight forwarder utilized, the freight forwarder would have 
the right of subrogation against the carrier under section 20 
(12). Continuing, the report said: 


In the ordinary course of the performance of freight forwarders’ 
service the property to be transported is usually received from the 
freight forwarders’ customer by a carrier whose services the freight 
forwarder is utilizing and is also delivered to the ultimate consignee 
py such carrier. It is provided in this section, in order to simplify 
the mechanics of rendering the service and also to relieve carriers, 
when performing service for freight forwarders, from the ordinary and 
ysual duties under those parts of the act regulating such carriers, that 
common carriers by motor vehicle subject to part II, when receiving 
property for the movement of which a freight forwarder is respcnsible 
may, with the consent of the freight forwarder, execute the hill of 
lading or shipping receipt of the freight forwarder. Such execution 
of the bill of lading or shipping receipt by the motor carrier will not, 
of course, transfer responsibility to the motor carrier, or in any way 
relieve the freight forwarder of its responsibility under the bill of 
lading or shipping receipt. It is also provided that a common carrier 
by motor vehicle subject to part II delivering property to the con- 
signee named in the freight forwarder’s bill of lading, shipping receipt, 
or freight bill may, with the consent of the freight forwarder, deliver 
the property on the freight bill and on the delivery receipt of the 
freight forwarder. It is believed that this authority granted to motor 
carriers, Which is permissive, and which they are not required to take 
advantage of, will simplify the task of the motor carrier and serve 
to definitely place the primary responsibility on the freight forwarder, 
where it properly belongs. 


Carriers Forwarders May Use 


Section 418, said the report, provided that it should be 
unlawful for freight forwarders to employ or utilize the instru- 
mentalities or services of any carriers other than common 
carriers by railroad, motor vehicle, or water, subject to the 
interstate commerce act; express companies subject to the in- 
terstate commerce act; air carriers subject to the civil aero- 
nautics act of 1938; common carriers by motor vehicle en- 
gaged in transportation exempted under section 203 (b) (7a) 
of part II; or common carriers by motor vehicle exempted under 
section 204 (a) (4a) of part II; or common carriers by water 
engaged in transportation exempted under section 303 (b) 
of part III. Continuing, the report said: 


It will be observed that this limits freight forwarders to the utiliza- 
tion of common carriers subject to federal regulation, with three 
exceptions: The first exception, with respect to common carriers by 
motor vehicle exempted under section 203 (b) (7a) of part II, relates 
to carriers engaged in transportation incidental to transportation by 
aircraft. The second exception, with respect to common carriers by 
motor vehicle exempted under section 204(a) (4a) of part II, relates to 
motor carriers exempted from part II by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission upon the basis of a finding that such carriers are engaged 
in operation solely within a single state and that their operations are 
of such a character as not substantially to affect or impair uniform 
regulation of transportation in interstate commerce in effectuating the 
national transportation policy declared in the act. The third excep- 
tion, with respect to common carriers by water engaged in transporta- 
tion exempted under section 303 (b) of part III, relates to carriers 
engaged in exempted water transportation of commodities in bulk. 


Section 419. Liability for Past Acts and Omissions 


As has been previously explained in this report, freight forwarders 
and common carriers by motor vehicle subject to part II have been 
for a number of years operating under joint rates which, by reason 
of the decision of the Commission in the Acme case, and in the other 
freight forwarder cases, they probably had no authority to establish 
and observe, even though the Commission’s orders in those cases have 
not yet become effective. As a result of this, various persons may 
have subjected themselves to penalties and liabilities under Federal 
Statutes, even though during the period of operation under such joint 
rates there may have been no deliberate intention to violate the law, 
and no way of knowing for certain whether they were violating the 
law. Freight forwarders may be liable on account of failure to pay 
the regular published tariff rates of common carriers by motor vehicle. 
Common carriers by motor vehicle may be subject to liability because 
- failure to collect from freight forwarders their regularly published 
ce It is possible that shippers may also technically be subject 

Illes, 

This section relieves freight forwarders, common carriers by motor 
vehicle, and other persons from penalties and liabilities under the 
intersta‘ commerce act or any other federal statute on account of 
ee done Gr omitted to be done, prior to the enactment of part 
ot In connection with the establishment, charging, collection, receipt, 
b payn ent of rates of freight forwarders, or joint rates or divisions 
etween freight forwarders and common carriers by motor vehicle 
Subject to part II. 


‘ Common law and contractual rights, remedies, and liabilities are 
Ot affected by this provision. 

The alidity of this section, in so far as it relieves persons of lia- 
ines, penalties, and forfeitures running to the United States 
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is beyond doubt, and in so far as it relieves persons of liabilit; to 
individuals good authority exists for such action. 


Section 420. Unlawful Acts and Penalties 


This section contains the penalty provisions of part IV and in 
general is comparable to those penalty provisions contained in other 
parts of the interstate commerce act. 


It is the purpose of subsection (g) to make the Elkins act applicable 
with respect to freight forwarders in connection with their operations 
under part IV, and for purposes of enforcement of part IV. However, 
since part IV and the Elkins act would seem to duplicate each other in 
some respects, this subsection is so written as to make the Elkins 
act applicable only to the extent that such act is not inconsistent with 
the provisions of part IV and only to the extent that such act imposes 
duties and liabilities which are not also imposed by part IV. 


PROVISIONS OF THE BILL NOT INCLUDED IN THE 
PROPOSED PART IV 


Section 2. Amendment to Section 202 (c) 


This section amends section 202 (c) of the interstate commerce 
act, 

As now in force, section 202 (c) deals with certain terminal area 
motor transportation. It provides that where such transportation is 
performed by carriers by railroad or water such transportation shall 
be considered to be, and shall be regulated as, transportation subject 
to part I when performed by a railroad, and as transportation subject 
to part I1I when perform ed by a water carrier. Where such transpor- 
tation is performed by a person acting for a carrier by railroad or water, 
or an express company, as an agent or otherwise, it is provided that 
such transportation shall be considered to be performed by such car- 
rier or express company, and shall be regulated under the same provi- 
sions of the Interstate Commerce Act as the transportation performed 
by the carrier or express company for whom such person performs 
such transportation. 

This section of the bill amends section 202 (c) in order to make the 
same provision with respect to terminal area motor-carrier operations 
by or for a freight forwarder that such section 202 (c) now makes in 
the case of the carriers referred to therein at the present time. 

Another change which this section makes in such section 202 (c) 
is to add in the introductory part of such section the following words: 
“except the provisions of section 204 relative to qualifications and maxi- 
mum hours of service of employes and safety of operation and equip- 
ment.”’ 


The effect of adding these words is to permit the provisions of part 
II of the interstate commerce act, relating to qualifications and maxi- 
mum hours of service of employes and safety of operation and equip- 
ment, to apply in the case of all motor-carrier operations in terminal 
areas performed in connection with transportation subject to the 
interstate commerce act when performed either by or for the common 
carriers above referred to, including freight forwarders. As the situa- 
tion is today, a local motor carrier operating in terminal areas as the 
agent of a motor carrier is subject to these provisions regarding qualifi- 
cations, hours of service, and safety, but when he is acting as the 
agent of a railroad or a water carrier or an express company, he is 
not subject to such provisions, and there are no comparable provisions 
applicable under parts 1 and III of the interstate commerce act. In 
many cases the local motor carrier may be transporting on a particular 
truck all at the same time property for any or all of the various car- 
riers referred to above. It is believed that the adoption of this amend- 
ment will clarify the situation with respect to the question of what law 
is applicable to local motor carriers, with respect to qualifications and 
hours of service of employes and safety of operation and equipment, 
when acting as the agents within terminal areas of the various types of 
carriers subject to the interstate commerce act. 


Section 3. Amendment to Section 219 


Section 219 of the interstate commerce act already provides that the 
provisions of section 20 (11) of part I shall apply to receipts or bills 
of lading of common carriers by motor vehicle. This section is inade- 
quate in two respects. First, it does not make section 20 (12), relating 
to the right of subjugation, apply in the case of common carriers by 
motor vehicle; and, second, it does not make such provisions of 
section 20 apply with respect to common carriers by motor vehicle but 
only to the receipts or bills of lading of such common carriers. This 
amendment is for the purpose of correcting these two deficiencies in 
the present section 219. 


Section 4. Amendment to Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938 


Freight forwarders by air are included within the term “air car- 
rier’’ under the civil aeronautics act of 1938, and such forwarders are 
therefore authorized, under section 1003 of such act, to enter into joint 
rates with common carriers subject to the interstate commerce act. In 
order to effectively carry out the policy of not permitting freight for- 
warders to enter into joint rates with common carriers subject to the 
interstate commerce act, this section of the bill amends section 1003 
of the civil aeronautics act so as to take away the authority which air 
forwarders now have to enter into joint rates with common carriers 
subject to the interstate commerce act. This will not, of course, affect 
the right of air forwarders to enter into joint rates with operating 
air carriers. 


This section also amends section 412 of the civil aeronautics act 
of 1938 so as to make sure that freight forwarders by air may not 
through the use of contracts or agreements make arrangements with 
respect to the payment of compensation to common carriers subject to 
the interstate commerce act by which they could achieve substantially 
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the same results intended to be prevented by the amendment to sec- 
tion 1003. 


Section 5. Effective Dates 


In order to provide a reasonable period of time after the enactment 
of the new proposed part IV during which freight forwarders may 
take the necessary steps looking toward compliance with such part IV, 
this section provides that sections 404 to 406, inclusive, and sections 
413, 414, and 417, shall not become effective until 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this legislation. It is further provided that the 
Commission may, if it is found necessary or advisable in the public 
interest, postpone the taking effect of any other provision of part IV, 
but such postponement may not go beyond the first day of July 1942. 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN S. 210 AND THE PROPOSED 
= SUBSTITUTE 


i7;: The bill passed by the Senate S. 210, and the substitute therefor 
here reported are substantially similar in general, but there are nu- 
merous differences, the more important of which are as follows: 

1. S. 210 contains no exemptions, while the committee substitute 
contains the exemptions set forth in section 402 (b). 

2. The committee substitute contains a provision in section 403 (d) 
relating to the furnishing of bonds or insurance conditioned to pay any 
final judgment against a freight forwarder on account of bodily injury 
or death, or loss of or damage to property resulting from the negligent 
operation of motor vehicles by or under the direction and control of a 
freight forwarder in the performance of transfer, collection, or delivery 
services. S. 210 contains no such provision. 

3. The committee substitute, in section 407, provides that in the 
establishment of rates of common carriers by motor vehicle special 
consideration may be given to the type of property presented for trans- 
portation by small package forwarders. No such provision is contained 
in S. 210. 

4. S. 210, in section 404 (b), authorizes joint rates between freight 
forwarders. The committee substitute contains no such authority. 

5. The committee substitute, in section 409, permits joint rates be- 
tween freight forwarders and common carriers by motor vehicle during 
a temporary adjustment period of 18 months. S. 210 permits no joint 
rates between freight forwarders and carriers either on a permanent 
basis or for a temporary period. 

6. ‘lhe committee substitute, in section 408, permits the establish- 
ment of assembling rates and distribution rates, to be available to 
forwarders and to others who utilize the services of carriers under 
like conditions. Such rates may be lower than rates available to ship- 
pérs generally for transportation between the same points. Such 
difference in rates, however, must be justified under the general rule 
requiring rates to be just and reasonable, and justified by a difference 
im'the respective conditions under which the instrumentalities or serv- 
ises of the carrier are employed. S. 210 contains no corresponding 
provision 

7. S. 210, in section 407, requires the obtaining from the Commis- 
sion of certificates of public convenience and necessity and recognizes 
‘‘grandfather rights’’ with respect to freight forwarders in operation 
on July 20, 1937. The committee substitute, in section 410, contains 
no provision with respect to ‘‘grandfather rights’’ and instead of pro- 
viding for certificates of public convenience and necessity requires 
freight forwarders to obtain permits which are to be issued without 
the requirement of a showing of public convenience and necessity. 
The applicant must establish, however, that it is ready, able, and 
willing to perform the service proposed, and that the proposed service 
is or will be consistent with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy declared in the Interstate Commerce Act. 

The committee substitute provides that permits may not be denied 
solely on the ground that the proposed service will be in competition 
with services performed by another freight forwarder. S. 210 contains 
no such provision. 

The committee substitute prohibits the issuance of a permit to a 
common carrier subject to part I, II, or III; but provides that no 
application for a permit shall be denied to a corporation affiliated with a 
common carrier subject to part I, II, or III, because of the relationship 
between such corporation and such common carrier. S. 210 is silent 
on the right of a carrier to obtain a certificate as a freight forwarder. 

8. S. 210, in section 408, prohibits, except with Commission ap- 
proval, consolidations and mergers of freight forwarders. The com- 
mittee substitute contains no such provisions. 

Carriers subject to parts I, II, and III may acquire control of freight 
forwarders only with Commission approval under S. 210, section 408. 
Under the committee substitute Commission approval is not required 
(sec. 411). 

The committee substitute, in section 411 (a), prohibits control of 
part. I, II, or III carriers by freight forwarders. S. 210 contains no 
such prohibition. 

9. S. 210, in section 408 (a), prohibits pooling between freight for- 
Warders, but the Commission is authorized to permit pooling under 
certain circumstances. The committee substitute contains no provisions 
as to pooling. 

S. 210, in section 408 (1), authorizes joint loading by freight for- 
warders. The committee substitute contains nothing with respect to 
joint loading. 

10. S. 210 contains a so-called commodities clause in section 408 (k). 
The committee substitute contains no such provision. 

11. The committee substitute provides for regulation of forwarding 
by surface means only, and leaves forwarding by air facilities subject 
to*the civil aeronautics act. S. 210, it is believed, might be construed 
t6 regulate the air part of a combination surface and air-forwarding 
operation, but this is none too clear. 

S. 210 requires that regular published tariff rates shall be paid by 
freight forwarders to air carriers. The committee substitute contains 
no such provision, and leaves unchanged the provisions of the civil 
aeronautics act relating to the rates to be paid to air carriers. The 
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committee substitute does, however, amend present law so that an air 
forwarder may not have joint rates to a carrier subject to the inter. 
state commerce act, as now authorized under section 1003 of the ciyi 
aeronautics act. 

12. S. 210 contains a provision, section 415, relating to the exercise 
of special powers by the Commission and the President with respect to 
priority of freight in emergencies. The committee substitute contains 
no such provision. 





Freight Commodity Statistics 


While the number of tons of freight originated by Class ] 
steam railways of the United States in the first quarter of 
1941 increased 17.4 per cent over the total for the correspond- 
ing period of 1940, the freight revenue of these railways for the 
1941 period exceeded those of the corresponding 1940 period 
by 17.6 per cent, or $147,503,208, according to the quarterly 
compilation of freight commodity statistics, statement Q-500, 
prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics. 


The statistical summary showed the tonnage gains for the 
nation as a whole constituted of increased traffic in products of 
mines, products of forests, manufacturers and miscellaneous, 
and less-carload freight, the increases for these commodity 
groups, respectively, over the first quarter of 1940 being 142 
25.2, 29.6 and 14.5 per cent. Tonnage of products of agriculture 
originated decreased 1 per cent, and tonnage of animals and 
products increased 0.5 per cent. The comparative totals of 
tons originated by all Class I lines were shown in the state- 
ment as follows: 


Commodity Group 1941 1940 
EE. OE TOO i ic ok ks cece cs come ses 18,334,793 18,521,767 
oe Peer eT e Tre ere 3,585,021 3,568,637 
a ES See re eee 134,794,220 118,043,811 
I A I os os icin a wien On oda a bow 69's 16,185,809 12,927,717 
Manufactures and miscellaneous........... 73,791,399 56,927,154 
TS Ra rrr re 3,786,350 3,307,927 

D2 AkiNRtare ine sh wana pweeaeaeaeee 250,477,592 213,297,013 


Revenue from products of agriculture decreased 0.1 per 
cent, compared with the corresponding 1940 total, while rev- 
enue from animals and products increased 1.4 per cent. In- 
creases from products of mines, products of forests, manu- 
factures and miscellaneous, and all L. C. L. freight, were, 
respectively, 10, 39.9, 29.5 and 11.9 per cent. The comparative 
revenue totals for the whole country were: 


Products of agriculture, $117,485,170 in 1941 and $117,581,149 in 
1940; animals and produ~ts, $40,092,773 in 1941 and $39,525,383 in 1940; 
products of mines, $276,544,518 in 1941 and $251,514,994 in 1940; prod- 
ucts of forests, $67,613,488 in 1941 and $48,327,289 in 1940; manufac- 
tures and miscellaneous, $420,652,718 in 1941 and $324,788,910 in 1940; 
all L. C. L. freight, $64,336,034 in 1941 and $57,483,768 in 1940; grand 
totals, $986,724,701 in 1941 and $839,221,493 in 1940. 


Comparative totals of tonnage originated in the four dis- 
tricts embraced in the summary were shown as follows: 


Eastern district, 118,361,542 tons in 1941 and 99,535,060 in 1940, 
an increase of 18.9 per cent; Pocahontas region, 30,377,074 tons in 1941 
and 27,456,357 in 1940, an increase of 10.6 per cent; Southern region, 
38,637,182 tons in 1941 and 31,986,063 in 1940, an increase of 20.8 per 
cent, and western district, 63,101,794 tons in 1941 and 54,319,533 in 1941, 
an increase of 16.2 per cent. 


Freight revenue totals of the districts were: 


Eastern district, $438,677,690 in 1941 and $366,521,922 in 1940; Poca- 
hontas region, $68,351,857 in 1941 and $61,427,046 in 1940; southern 
region, $138,735,169 in 1941 and $117,668,198 in 1940, and western dis- 
trict, $340,959,985 in 1941 and $293,604,327 in 1940. The percentages 
of increase in revenue for these districts, in the order named were 
19.7, 11.3, 17.9 and 16.1 per cent. 


The “manufactures and miscellaneous” groups accounted 
for an increase in revenue from that commodity group in the 
eastern district from $152,001,720 in 1940 to $198,954,170 in 
1941, and, in the western district, from $124,431,956 in 1940 to 
$157,654,766 in 1941. 


SIGNODE PORTABLE STRAP HOLDER 


Signode Steel Strapping Company, manufacturers of si1lp- 
ping reinforcement supplies, has designed a new portable strap 
holder said to possess a number of advantages. It may be 
used under the bench or packing table. The strapping feeds 
from the inside of the coil through a top coil guard. It }s 
equipped with casters for easy portability and there is available 
a detachable handle for use by the operator in moving the 
holder with its coil of strapping to the most convenient point 
for use. 
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August 16, 1941 


Transportation Board 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Senate interstate commerce committee August 11 
favorably reported and the Senate by unanimous consent con- 
frmed the nominations of C. E. Childe, Nelson Lee Smith 
and Robert E. Webb to be members of the transportation board 
of inv —— and research created by the transportation 
ct of 194 
" After he had obtained unanimous consent of the Senate 
for consideration of the nominations and the nominations were 
confirmed without objection, Senator Barkley, Democratic 
jeader, submitted a telegram from the Idaho commission urg- 
ing confirmation of the nominations, and a telegram from Sena- 
tor Reed, of Kansas, questioning whether Mr. Childe could be 
impartial. Addressed to Senator Smith, chairman of the sub- 
committee of the interstate commerce committee, which ap- 
proved the nominations, Senator Reed’s telegram said: 


Regret unable to attend subcommittee to consider nominations 
transportation board to make report on extent subsidies provided from 
public treasury for different forms transportation. Only value such 
report and only reason provision included in transportation act of 
1940 is an impartial survey which does justice to every form trans- 
portation and gives Congress a dependable basis on which to legislate 
and the public information to which it is entitled. I have no prefer- 
ence for or prejudice against any qualified person competent to carry 
out this impcrtant task. As I have written Chairman Wheeler, am 
surprised at nomination of C. E. Childe, Omaha. He is perfectly com- 
petent transportation man; really one of the able men in that line; 
but he is closely allied with Mississippi Valley Association and unless 
he is prepared to divorce himself entirely from inland waterway in- 
terests, which are only one factor, and to make impartial study and 
report, would oppose his confirmation, notwithstanding my high opinion 
of his ability. He has been traffic adviser and lobbyist for inland 
waterway interests and has shown bias and prejudice in hearings before 
our committee, which are of record. Do not know the Kentucky 
nominee and have no opinion as to his qualifications. Know Smith, of 
New Hampshire, slightly, and have no objection to him. I am sure 
that every member of subcommittee will agree to these premises. 
This is important task and utterly useless unless impartially carried 
out. I am opposed to any nomination that directly or indirectly repre- 
sents railroad, highway, or waterway interests. If fully informed, the 
President has not handled this important question in line with pur- 
pose of the law, and I have no hesitation in so stating. 


In response to an inquiry Senator Reed wired from Estes 
Park, Colo., that he regarded the nomination of Childe as com- 
parable to the nomination of a railroad traffic vice-president 
for the board and that he would oppose such a nomination. 


There was no discussion of the nominations in the Senate. 
Ordinarily, the nominations, favorably reported August 11 
from the interstate commerce committee, would not have been 
taken up until another day but the action of Senator Barkley 
in obtaining unanimous corisent for their consideration, opened 
the way for immediate confirmation. 


Congress has not yet appropriated any money for the board. 
Some time ago an effort was made to insert a provision in an 
appropriation bill for $50,000 for the board but it was not 
enacted. Then the President asked that Congress appropriate 
$100,000 for the board. The House committee on appropria- 
tions did not include such an item in the second deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The transportation act provides that the President shall 
designate the chairman of the board. At the White House 
August 12 it was stated nothing had been said there as to the 
chairmanship and Senator Barkley said he did not know who 
would be designated. 

Each member of the board will receive compensation at 
the rate of $10,000 per annum, and in addition will be reim- 
bursed for travel, subsistence, and other necessary expenses 
incurred in the exercise of the functions vested in the board. 
The act provides that carriers by railroad, motor carriers, and 
water carriers may provide free transportation and other car- 
rier services to the board and its employes while traveling on 
official business. 

The board may employ a secretary at $7,500 a year and a 
general counsel at $9,000 a year. It is also authorized to 
employ such help as in its judgment may be necessary. It is 
further authorized to ask help from government departments 
and agi ncies. The board and its agents are to have access at 
all times to carrier records and their properties and the carriers 
are req uired to furnish such information and reports as the 
board desires. 

The board may proceed as it sees fit in accomplishing the 
work cirected by the act. It may hold hearings and require 
the attendance of witnesses and submission of records and 
documents. 

The act required that the board submit a preliminary 
teport on or before May 1, 1941, but since that time has passed 
the board can not comply therewith. The act provides that 
the par relating to the board shall cease to have effect at the 
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end of two years after Sept. 18, 1940. Nearly a year of the iis 
years already has expired. The President, however, may by 
proclamation extend the life of the board for an additional 
period which shall not exceed two years. The duties of the 
board are prescribed in section 302 as follows: 


Sec. 302. (a) It shall be the duty of the board to investigate— 

(1) the relative economy and fitness of carriers by railroad, motor 
carriers, and water carriers for transportation service, or any par- 
ticular classes or descriptions thereof, with the view of determining 
the service for which each type of carrier is especially fitted or <%in- 
fitted; the methods by which each type can and should be developed 
so that there may be provided a national transportation system ade- 
quate to meet the needs of the commerce of the United States, of the 
postal service and of the national defense; 

(2) the extent to which right-of-way or other transportation facfli¢ 
ties and special services have been or are provided from public funds 
for the use, within the territorial limits of the continental United States, 
of each of the three types of carriers without adequate compensation, 
direct or indirect, therefor, and the extent to which such carriers have 
been or are aided by donations of public property, payments from 
public funds in excess of adequate compensation for services rendered 
in return therefor, or extensions of government credit; and 

(3) the extent to which taxes are imposed upon such carriers by 
the United States, and the several states, and by other agencies of 
government, including county, municipal, district, and local agencies. 

(b) The board is further authorized, in its discretion, to investigate 
or consider any other matter relating to rail carriers, motor carriers, 
or water carriers, which it may deem important to investigate for the 
improvement of transportation conditions and to effectuate the national 
transportation policy declared in the interstate commerce act, as 
amended. 


The Senate, August 15, adopted an amendment to the na- 
tional defense appropriation bill, offered by Senator Barkley, 
providing one hundred thousand dollars for the transportation 
board. Action by the House on the item was necessary. 





PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION 


The National Resources Planning Board of the executive 
office of the President has issued a pamphlet emphasizing, it 
says, the necessity for immedite national attention to post; 
emergency planning and calling on public and private agencies 
to start work now on the problem of transferring millions. of 
men from “all-out production for defense to’ all-out prodgst 
tion for normal living, when this war is over.” 

“We must plan for full employment, for maintaining the 
national income at 100 billion dollars a year at least, a po‘nt 
we shall reach by 1944, rather than to let it slip back to md, 
or 70 or 60 billion dollars again,” it says. 

As to transportation the board says: 


Transportation has been the proverbial symbol of expansion and 
progress. Certainly the post-defense period will see new and far- 
reaching improvements and additions to our transport facilities. We 
must have better integration among all the methods of transportation— 
over rails, waterways, highways, airways, pipelines, and wires—or 
whatever new inventions we can foresee and plan for. 


Mid-West Vigilance Committees 


The following local vigilance committees for car efficiency 
have been organized in the territory covered by the Mid-West 
Shippers’ Advisory Board (see Traffic World, July, p. 91): 


Illinois: Chicago switching district, A. H. Schwietert, director of 
traffic, Chicago Association of Commerce, chairman; Aurora and. the 
Fox River Valley, W. F. McDonald, traffic manager, Barber Green 
Company, chairman; Kankakee, W. A. Kraus, chairman of the indus- 
trial committee, Kankakee Chamber of Commerce, chairman; Peoria- 
Pekin, O. B. Eddy, general traffic manager, Hiram Walker and Sons, 
chairman; Rockford, C. S. Bather, traffic commissioner, Rocktord 
Chamber of Commerce, chairman; Springfield, M. L. Pieper, traffic 
commissioner, Springfield Chamber of Commerce, chairman; Moline- 
Rock Island, H. L. Hill, traffic manager, Moline Chamber of Cem- 
merce, chairman; Waukegan (Zion to Highland Park), A. E. Huener- 
yager, traffic manager, Zion Industries, chairman. ) 

Indiana: Evansville, A. McGinness, traffic manager, Servel, Ine,, 
chairman; La Porte, W. W. Tallant, traffic manager, Allis Chalmers 
Manufacturing Company, chairman; Terre Haute, A. D. Schlosser, 
traffic manager, Tere Haute Chamber of Commerce, chairman. 

Iowa: Davenport-Muscatine-Bettendorf, G. M. Cummins, traffic 
commissioner, Davenport Chamber of Commerce, chairman; Dubuque, 
R. D. Waller, traffic manager, Farley and Loetscher Manufaciuring 
Company, chairman; Cedar Rapids, Charles Shackell, general traffic 
manager, Pennick and Ford, Ltd., chairman; Keokuk, R. A. Showalter, 
traffic manager, Hubinger Brothers, chairman; Marshalltown, S._ O. 
Lampman, general traffic manager, Wester Grocer Company, chair- 
man; Newton, R. H. Thompson, general traffic manager, Maytag Com- 
pany, chairman; Ottumwa, Harry W. Davis, general traffic manager, 
John Morrell Company, chairman; Waterloo, C. R. Smith, traffic man 
ager, Waterloo-Cedar Falls Traffic Association, chairman. 

Michigan: Escanaba, P. H. Connelly, traffic manager, Escanab Pupér 
Company, chairman; Ironwood, Ray Peterson, traffic manager, Cohodas 
Peterson Company, chairman; Menominee-Marinette (Wis.)-Oconto 
¢Wis.), M, J. Anuta, manager, Menominee-Marinette Traffic Bureau, 
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chairman; Munising, W. J. Hebert, traffic manager, Munising Paper 
Company, chairman. 

Wisconsin: Appleton, C. K. Boyer, manager, Interlake Pulp and 
Paper Company, chairman; Green Bay, W. F. Kerwin, traffic manager, 
Green Bay Traffic Association, chairman; Janesville, A. Roger Hook, 
secretary, Civic and Industrial Council, chairman; Kenosha, F. C. Graf, 
traffic manager, Mac Whyte Company, chairman; La Crosse, L. E. 
Luth, manager, La Crosse Traffic Bureau, chairman; Madison, H. W. 
Blum, assistant manager, Madison Traffic Bureau, chairman; Milwau- 
kee, H. W. Gehrke, manager, traffic department, Milwaukee Associa- 
tion of Commerce, chairman; Neenah-Menasha, Ralph Suess, traffic 
manager, Menasha Wooden Ware Corporation, chairman; Wisconsin 
Rapids-Neekoosa-Port Edward-Stevens Point, H. D. Wake, traffic man- 
ager, Consolidated Water Power and Paper Company, chairman; Osh- 
kosh, E. J. Balda, traffic manager, Wisconsin Woodwork Manufac- 
turers’ Association, chairman; Racine, P. E. Johnson, manager, traffic 
department, Racine Association of Commerce, chairman; Sheboygan, 
J. R. Davey, traffic commissioner, Sheboygan Association of Com- 
merce, chairman; Two Rivers, A. E. Bocher, traffic manager, Hamil- 
ton Manufacturing Company, chairman. 


The Mid-West Shippers’ Advisory Board has prepared for 
distribution, through local vigilance committees for car effi- 
ciency now being organized, and through other channels, a 
booklet entitled, “We Can Do Something About Car Supply.” 
The booklet, based on the five-point freight car economy book- 
let of the transportation commissioner of the Advisory Com- 
mission to the Counsel of National Defense, contains sugges- 
tions for prompt ordering and loading and unloading of cars; 
for complete unloading and heavier loading; for avoidance of 
damage to and contamination of cars; for the establishment of 
industries of six-day loading and unloading weeks; for routing 
cars toward rail lines of ownership, and for the conservation 
of special types of cars. 


A. A. R. ANNUAL MEETING 


The Association of American Railroads will hold its annual 
meeting at the Stevens Hotel in Chicago November 12 and 13. 
The meeting will be along the lines of that held in New York 
last fall, when there were open sessions at which addresses were 
made. Chairman Eastman, of the Commission, is scheduled to 
address the dinner meeting the night of November 12, and Ralph 
Budd, defense transportation commissioner, is tentatively sched- 
uled to address the A. A. R. luncheon meeting November 12. 
The National Industrial Traffic League and the Railway Busi- 
ness Association will meet in Chicago the same week. The 
Railway Business Association annual dinner will be held the 
evening of November 13, and the League will hold its luncheon 
meeting November 13. 


N. A. R. U. C. Convention 


Transportation subjects will be discussed at a session on 
the second day of the annual meeting of the National Associa- 
tion of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners to be held August 
26, 27, 28 and 29 in the St. Paul Hotel at St. Paul, Minn. 
Phases of utilities’ regulatory problems will be considered at 
other sessions. 

Ralph Budd, defense transportation commissioner; P. A. 
Frye, secretary, Louisiana commission, and Andrew F. Schoep- 
pel, of the Kansas commission, are scheduled as discussion 
leaders at the transportation session with respect to transpor- 
tation problems in the national emergency, elimination of bor- 
der difficulties and coordination of state and federal authority. 

Regulation of water carriers will be discussed. The dis- 
cussion leader will be George E. Talmage, Jr., director of the 
Bureau of Water Carriers of the Commission. Reports will 
be received from the committee on uniform motor freight and 
railroad classification, James A. Little, Nebraska, chairman; 
the committee on rates of transportation agencies, Ben C. 
Larkin, North Dakota, chairman; and the committee on safety 
of operation of transportation agencies, C. L. Doherty, South 
Dakota, chairman. The entertainment program follows: 


Tuesday, August 26, 1:00 p. m. A luncheon will be held for the 
ladies at the Wemen’s City Club, followed by a sightseeing trip around 
the city, and tea at the home of Mr. and Mrs. A. E. Nelson, former 
mayor of St. Paul. 

Tuesday evening, August 26. The entire convention delegaticn will 
attend one of St. Paul’s famous ‘‘Pop’’ concerts in the Municipal Audi- 
torium where music, expert skating, and other entertainment features 
will be provided. 

Wednesday, August 27, 1:00 p. m. The ladies will have lunch at 
the Sibley Tea House, followed by a trip through the historic Sibley 
House Museum, and a card party. 

Thursday, August 28. Minneapolis has taken over this day for the 
entertainment of the ladies, and they will be taken on a sightseeing 
trip through the city, followed by a luncheon at the Minneapolis 
Automobile Club. 

Thursday evening, August 28. The annual convention banqvet will 
be held at the St. Paul Hotel, preceded by a get-together cocktail party. 

Friday afternoon, August 29. At the close of the convention, a post- 
convention trip has been arranged, which will take the delegates to 
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Duluth for an overnight stop. On Saturday morning the pariy wy 
go by bus up the north shore of Lake Superior, through Superior Np. 
tional Forest to Burntside Lake, where lunch will be served, afte 
which the Great Iron Range Region will be visited, followed by a dinne, 
at Hibbing, Minn. The guests will then return to Duluth where the, 
will board a midnight train, arriving at St. Paul Sunday morning, 4 
nominal sum of $5 will be charged for this tour, which will cover the 
round trip railroad fare from St. Paul to Duluth, one night’s lodging at 
the Hotel Duluth, lunch at Ely, Minn., and the dinner at Hibbing, 


RAIL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 


For the first quarter this year, 386,939 revenue tons of 
freight moved over the highways by or for Class I steam rail. 
ways, of which amount 35,611 tons were carried in the rail. 
roads’ vehicles and 351,328 tons in vehicles of others. This was 
5.26 per cent of all less-carload tons carried by the railroads, 

The foregoing figures are set forth in a compilation of 
railway freight and passenger traffic handled on the highways 
prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics, statement 
Q-225. Regular traffic handled by separately incorporated 
highway carriers in which the railways have investments js 
not included. 

Revenue ton-miles operated by or for the railroads ip 
the first quarter totaled 15,777, of which 2,008 were in vehicles 
of the railroads and 13,769 in vehicles of others. Miles by the 
ton a railway as to all highway traffic was 40.8. 

The number of revenue passengers carried by or for the 
railroads for the first quarter totaled 557,957, of which 199,045 
were in the railroads’ vehicles and 358,912 in vehicles of 
others. The per cent of highway passengers to total coach 
passengers reported by the railways was 1.12. The number of 
revenue passenger-miles operated was 10,467,596, of which 
1,540,551 were in the railroads’ vehicles and 8,927,045 in ve. 
hicles of others. The per cent of highway passenger-miles to 
total coach passenger-miles reported by the railways was .34, 
and Hy by the passenger railway as to all highway traffic 
was 18.8. 


MOTOR PASSENGER STATISTICS 


Class I motor carriers had passenger revenue of $11,782,862 
and carried 16,344,510 passengers in May this year as com- 
pared with $8,846,668 and 12,060,604, respectively, in the same 
month last year, increases of 33.2 and 35.5 per cent, according 
to a Commission compilation of revenues and passengers of 
148 of such carriers of passengers, statement M-700. 


NEW MOTOR CARRIER MERGER 


In the abstract of the applications of Associated Transport, 
Inc. (see Traffic World, Aug 2, p. 287) it was not made clear 
that the stockholdings therein referred to were not the result 
of a complete, but only of a partial distribution of the proposed 
700,000 shares of dollar par stock for the issuance of which 
the company was asking authority. The figures therein used, 
taken from an exhibit attached to the application for authority 
to issue stock, pertained to shares that had been issued to 
create a fund to be used in paying the expenses to be incurred 
in prosecuting the applications before the Commission, 4s 
shown in a reference note respecting the stock held by B. M. 
Seymour, president and treasurer of the new company, and 
quoted in the Traffic World. 

The figures created the impression, it has been asserted, 
that Mr. Seymour “has 43 per cent of all the common stock of 
the new company.” The figures quoted show that on July 22, 
the date of the application to which the exhibit was attached, 
Mr. Seymour had 31,240 shares of the dollar par stock issued 
for money to carry on the work before the Commission, 
obviously not 43 per cent plus of the proposed 700,000 share 
issue. A totaling of the holdings in that list shows 71,480 
shares in the hands of the stockholders listed in that exhibit 
captioned “list of stockholders of applicant as of latest record 
date and their respective holdings’”—a little more than ten per 
cent of the proposed issue of the dollar common stock shares. 
Had the stock been referred to as “outstanding” for the purpose 
of raising organization money, the impression that Mr. Seymour 
held 43 per cent plus of the whole proposed issue of 700,000 
shares might not have been created. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further! 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: : 

MC 96398, Fred M. Wright, common carrier application. 

MC 12218, National Trailways System, broker application, 
MC 96212. Henry W. Robertson, contract carrier application. 

MC 86761, Sub. No. 4, Gulf Transport Co., Tuscaloosa 
extension, 
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August 16, 1941 


Sizes and Weights of Vehicles 


The Commission, Aug. 14, sent to Congress its report in 
Ex Parte MC 15, the proceeding in which it had considered the 
need for federal regulation of the sizes and weights of motor 
vehicles engaged in the transportation of persons or property 
in interstate or foreign commerce, recommending that Congress 
enter that field of regulation (see Traffic World, Aug. 2, p. 286, 
and Aug. 9, p. 353). The report was composed of what was 
called an introduction, a document of 45 long mimeographed 
typewritten pages and underlying data making a pile of papers 
about six inches high. 

Commissioner Splawn, dissenting, said he was not convinced 
that Congress should undertake to occupy this field because 
states had enacted laws which might appear on the surface to 
be restrictive of some interstate operation. Recently, he said, 
in several instances state laws had been modified on a showing 
to the legislatures that conditions had changed. From this re- 
port, he said, he was not convinced that there was need for 
action by the Congress. 

. The conclusions and recommendations of the Commission 
follow: 


(1) We conclude, on the basis of the evidence herein surveyed as 
to the effects of certain existing state limitations and in the light of 
the broad public interest in the securing of as economical and efficient 
a motor transport service as possible, as well as in the light of the 
requirements of the national defense, that there is need for federal 
regulation of the sizes and weight of motor vehicles to the extent here- 
inafter indicated. While the states of given regions have shown a 
tendency to bring their regulations into closer accord and while this 
tendency has been marked in the recent past, the process is a slow one 
and there is no assurance that it will be carried to the extent the 
public interest requires. Burdens on interstate commerce can not be 
relieved through the judicial processes; only legislation can afford the 
needed relief. 

(2) We find that considerations of safety and convenience do not, 
in and of themselves, require that Congress enter its field of regulation, 
but we do find that the evidence available justifies the conclusion that, 
if federal regulation be undertaken for other reasons, there will be need 
for consideration of certain phases of sizes and weight in their rela- 
tion to the safety and convenience of users of the highways. 

(3) We find that, if regulation be entered upon, it should be ad- 
ministered in the light of the broad statement of national transporta- 
tion policy declared in the transportation act of 1940. 

(4) We find that for the most part national uniformity of standards 
is impracticable and that, on the contrary, Congress should enter this 
field only to the extent that proves necessary under the circumstances 
of particular situations. We therefore recommend that provision be 
made for the entertaining and disposition of complaints against a state 
or political subdivision thereof attacking its limitations as they apply 
generally or to a particular location, filed by a responsible party and 
handled in the manner hereinafter indicated. It is our belief that 
complaints of this kind will relate to existing restrictions mainly as 
they apply to the principal roads of a state rather than to its lesser 
used ones, but there appears to be no need for confining the exercise 
of federal power to any given system of roads. Under these conditions, 
State limitations would continue to apply in so far as they are not 
supersedeéd. 

(5) The problems to be faced in the exercise of federal powers in 
this regard do not permit of detailed statutory expression of precise 
Standards generally and universally applicable; there obviously is nced 
for administrative determination in the light of the facts of given 
situations as related to the declared standard of Congress that com- 
merce be not unreasonably burdened. The problems here in issue are 
an intimate part of the entire problem of transport regulation. On 
the other hand, they require technical knowledge of roads and experi- 
ence in the building and maintenance of roads. It therefore is recom- 
mended that the authority to fix size and weight standards, as need 
arises, be vested in this Commission, but that we be authorized to 
obtain a technical report from the Public Roads Administration, the 
federal agency most concerned with road matters, and from the high- 
way department of the state concerned, and that we be authorized to 
give these reports appropriate consideration. Opportunity should also 
be provided for public hearings. 


(6) Provision should be made for prompt and orderly modification 
of any limitation that we may prescribe on. recommendation of the 
Public Roads Administration and the affected state that conditions of 
an emergency character require temporary modifications in the sizes 
and weights otherwise allowed. 

(7) Enforcement of federal regulation should, to the extent pos- 
sible, be concurrently conducted by federal and state agencies. 


The Commission advised Congress that every one of the 
States had limitations of the maximum sizes and weight of 
commercial motor vehicles and were varyingly enforced. It 
said that about a third of the states filed statements in this 
Proceeding and that three and possibly four of them did not 
Specifically oppose federal regulation. 

The Association of American Railroads and the American 
Short Line Railroad Association urged, said the report, that 
federal regulation was neither necessary nor desirable in the 
= interest and that, if attempted, it would prove unconsti- 

According to the report, the questions to be considered 
were, rst, whether federal regulation was needed to promote 
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safety and convenience in road use, and, second, whether, if 
regulation was adopted on other grounds, greater sizes and 
weights than were now allowed would be compatible. with safety 
and convenience. 

The desire for federal regulation of the sizes and weight 
of motor vehicles, the report said, came primarily from for- 
hire motor carriers. Such carriers, it said, looked on such 
regulation as the means of overcoming conditions which in- 
creased their costs and limited their opportunities to render 
efficient service in keeping with the inherent aptitudes of motor 
transportation. 

Shippers, it said, sought federal regulation to enable service 
more responsive to their needs and to eliminate what they con- 
sidered discriminatory effects of the size and weight limits of 
certain states. Shippers who operated their own trucks also 
indicated some interest in federal regulation, said the report. 
Other interests, also on economic grounds, vigorously opposed, 
it added, the entrance of the federal government into this field. 
Still others, it said, took no definite position on the question. 

The United States Department of Agriculture, the report 
said, stated that federal legislation was required to bring about 
greater freedom of interstate movements where these were now 
impeded by laws not required to promote safety and to prevent 
damage to the roads. 

Speaking of state limitations on weight and size, the re- 
port said that the minimum pay load was lowest in Kentucky 
(10,700 pounds), that it was 17,800 pounds in Tennessee, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama and South Dakota, and that it was 23,700 
pounds in 16 states, 26,600 pounds in 13 states, and from 20,700 
to 35,500 pounds in the remaining states. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 66562, Sub. No. 271, Railway Express Agency, Inc., 
extension between Monroe, Wis., and Freeport, Ill., as of July 
29: MC 66562, Sub. No. 244, Railway Express Agency, Inc., 
extension of operations, Nashua, N. H., as of July 29; MC 
52531, Sub. No. 1, L. J. Cottle, dba Cottle Trucking Co., ex- 
tension of operations, as of July 29; MC 102606, Karl E. Dock- 
stader, contract carrier application, as of July 24; MC 102479, 
Arnold D. Case, contract carrier application, as of July 18; 
MC 102450, Steel City Cartage, Inc., contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of July 14; MC 102431, Dora E. Giroux, dba 
Giroux’s Garage, common carrier application, as of July 21; 
MC 102422, Gerald A. Gay and W. Allan Gay, dba Gay’s Motor 
Express, contract carrier application, as of July 17; MC 102419, 
Tom Neely, contract carrier application, as of July 18; MC 
102409, Max Fausett, dba Fausett Truck Lines, common car- 
rier application, as of July 17; MC 102373, Jacob R. Cohn, 
contract carrier application, as of July 17; MC 102355; G. L. 
Whitener, common carrier application, as of July 21; MC 
102350, Helen C. Bryal, common carrier application, as of 
July 16; MC 102349, Thomas Melvin Jarboe, common carr‘er 
application, as of July 21; MC 102343, John Kauser, dba John 
Kauser Trucking Service, common carrier application, as of July 
15; MC 102337, David L. Riley, dba Special Transfer Service, 
common carrier application, as of July 14; MC 102335, Sub. No. 
1, William K. Weidner, contract carrier application, as of July 
28: MC 102285, Frank R. May, dba Miami Transfer Co., com- 
mon carrier application, as of July 17; MC 102285, Frank 
R. May, dba Miami Transfer Co., common carrier application 
as of July 17; MC 102278, Lorena T. Messin, contract carrier 
application, as of July 18; MC 102244, Ernest F. Parsons, 
contract carrier application, as of July 29; MC 102206, W. C. 
Dungan, contract carrier application, as of July 29; MC 102192, 
Robert A. Jeremiason and Hans B. Jeremiason, dba Jeremia- 
son Construction Co., contract carrier application, as of July 
23: MC 102116. Beaumont Transfer & Storage Co., contract 
carrier application, as of July 23; MC 102093, Shell Transfer 
Co., common carrier application, as of July 21; MC 102888, 
Victor Fireproof Warehouse, common carrier application, as 
of July 26; MC 102053, Gust R. Eidsmoe, common carrier 
application, as of July 16; MC 101985, E. L. Beakley, com- 
mon carrier application, as of July 28; MC 101975. J. W. 
Garrett, contract carrier application, as of July 23; MC 101866, 
Richland County Supply and Shipping Association (successor 
in interest to Richland County Illinois Livestock Shipping 
Association), contract carrier application, as of July 28; MC 
101864. Claude L. Farnsworth, common carrier application, 
as of July 18; MC 101863, William M. Jones, dba Hayward’s 
Transfer, common carrier application, as of July 14; MC 
101844, Arthur Simon and Elmer Simon, dba Simon Brothers, 
common carrier application. as of July 18; MC 101739, Michael 
F. Steinkohl, dba Steinkohl Freight Lines, common carrier 
application, as of Julv 29; MC 101582, Leland Olson and 
Urban §S. OJson, dba Olson Brothers, common carrier applica- 
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tion as of July 21; MC 101544, W. B. Foecking, dba W. B. 
Foecking Coal, Ice & Transfer, common carrief application, 
as of July 29; MC 101530, Marion D. Bullock, dba Bullock 
Motor Service, common carrier application, as of July 32; 
MC 101388, Houston Inland Forwarding Co., common carrier 
application, as of July 18; MC 101376, William Iseman, Jr., 
common carrier application, as of July 17; MC 101375, Rob- 
ert Vetos, common carrier application, as of July 15; MC 
101095, Howard Blackwood and Charles Blackwood, dba Black- 
wood Brothers, contract carrier application, as of July 14; 
MC 100991, Pecos Valley Trading Co., common carrier ap- 
plication, as of July 14; MC 100300, Sub. No. 1, Carl A. 
Hansen, dba C. A. Hansen & Sons, extension of operations, 
as of July 28; MC 96312, Thomas W. Miller, Daniel R. Hart- 
ley and Arthur W. Adamson, dba Pine Tree Cartage Co.., 
common carrier application, as of July 29; MC 95432, Sub. 
No. 1, Calre Duffield and Ward Duffield, dba Duffield Bros., 
extension of operations, as of July 14; MC 92150, Sub. No. 4, 
John Marsden and Francis A. Curry, dba Marsden & Curry, 
extension, cast iron pipe and fittings, as of July 14; MC 89778, 
Sub. No. 4, Baggett Transportation Co., Inc., Ind.-Mo.-Il., 
extension, as of July 15; MC 89374, Sub. No. 1, Edwin L. 
Hill, extension, special commodities, as of July 23; MC 89076, 
Sub. No. 3, Loretta Hughes Mitchell extension, New Jersey- 
New York-Pennsylvania-Massachusetts points, as of July 21; 
MC 81541, Sub. No. 1, Robert E. Bybee, dba Bybee’s Trans- 
fer, New Mexico, as of July 14; MC 78859, Sub. No. 1, Robert 
Lee Emery, Jr., dba Emery’s Motor Coach Lines, extension— 
Winchester, Va., to Bedford, Pa., as of July 28; MC 78786, 
Sub. No. 60, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension of opera- 
tions—Salinas Airport, as of July 24; MC 78786, Sub. No. 59, 
Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension of operations, as of 
July 18; MC 78786, Sub. No. 57, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., 
extension Jolon training area, as of July 17; MC 78786, Sub. 
No. 56, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension—Camp San 
Luis Obispo—Camp Macimiento, as of July 17; MC 78757, Sub. 
No. 2, Harry Urschel, dba Urschel Trucking Co., extension— 
Illinois, as of July 28; MC 76993, Sub. No. 2; Express Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension of operations, as of July 17; MC 71770, 
Sub. No. 1, Fred Hinton, common carrier application, as of 
July 14; MC 69981, Sub. No. 1, Jacob Borlin, extension of op- 
erations—lllinois, as of July 15; MC 66562, Sub. No. 254, 
Railway Express Agency, Inc.—Massena extension, as of July 
14; MC 65419, Sub. No. 1. Armored Car Co., Inc., extension, 
Indiana Defense plants; as of July 15; MC 61438, Sub. No. 
2, Kansas City Southern Transport Co., Inc., extension-—Camp 
Polk, as of July 19; MC 61166, Sub. No. 1, Altee R. Pearson, 
dba A. R. Pearson Truck Co., extension, Los Angeles Com- 
mercial Zone, as of July 14; MC 59814, Sub. No. 14, W. A. 
Johnson, dba Johnson Motor Lines. extension off route points, 
as of July 14; MC 59603, Joseph Sgro, common carrier appli- 


cation, as of July 14; MC 59329, Sub. No. 1, Fred M. Sut- 
ton, extension—return movement, as of July 18; MC 53972, 
Sub, No. 4, Preston E. Insley, dba Insley’s Transfer, com- 
mon carrier application, as of July 18; MC 52678, Ellis G. 
Green, dba Ellis G. Green’s Truck Service, as of July 14; MC 
49639, Sub. No. 1, Earl Davis—extension of operations—In- 
diana points, as of July 18; MC 48501, Sub. No. 3, Indiana 
Motor Bus Co., extension—Kingsbury Ordnance Plant, as of 
July 21; MC 47374, Sub. No. 1, Mrs. A. H. Higgins & Son, 


common carrier application, as of July 18; MC 46179, Sub. 
No. 1, Superior Motor Freight Co., extension, Chrysler tank 
arsenal, as of July 18; MC 42487, Sub. No. 26, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., extension of operations, Oregon, as of July 
23; MC 41486. Sub. No. 3, Lyon Van & Storage Co., of Wash- 
ington, extension of operations, Seattle, Wash., as of July 
21; MC 38951, Sub. No. 1, R. J. Oyler and Wm. E. Oyler, dba 
Oyler Bros., extension of operations, as of July 28; MC 37282, 
Sub. No. 1, Harry C. Geyer, dba Bonesteel Transfer, exten- 
sion, Minnesota, as of July 15; MC 35624, Sub. No. 1, F. G. 
Isham and Harvey Isham, dba Isham’s Transfer & Storage, 
extension of operations household goods, as of July 14; MC 
33747, Sub. No. 1, A. L. Byler, dba Warsaw Trucking Co., 
extension—woodworking machinery, as of July 18; MC 33631, 
Sub. No. 1, Philip J. Cagnina, dba Cagnina Truck Line, New 
Orleans extension, as of July 23; MC 30231, Sub. No. 1, 
Oklahoma & Texas Transfer Co., common carrier applica- 
tion, as of July 28; MC 29130, Sub. No. 16, the Rock Island 
Motor Transit Co., extension—Des Moines—Colo., as of July 
17; MC 28454, Sub. No. 1, Robert Nolan Deford, common 
carrier application, as of July 29; MC 23922, Arthur Lee 
Aldridge, dba Aldridge Van & Storage, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of July 21; MC 23028, Joseph E. Strom, dba 
Columbine Transportation Co., common carrier application, 
as of July 23; MC 20359, Sub. No. 4, W. D. Cochran, dba 
W. D. Cochran Freight Lines, Watersmett-Beechwood, as of 
July 14; MC 14467, Sub. No. 8, Floyd H. Johnson, dba Med- 
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ford-Crescent City Truck Lines, extension of operations— 
Idaho, as of July 19; MC 14181, Sub. No. 4, Barnwell Broth. 
ers, Inc., extension, Salisbury-Charlotte, N. C., as of July 
14; MC 7276, Sub. No. 1, Erick Lien, extension of operations, 
as of July 23; MC 7213, Sub. No. 1, Lester C. Newton, 
extension—auto supplies, as of July 21; MC 6945, Sub. No. 
2, National Transit Corporation, extension of operations 
Chrysler Corporation tank arsenal, as of July 12; MC 5111 
Sub. No. 1, Tom Smith, extension of operations—Illinois, ag 
of July 23; MC 3261, Sub. No. 2, Kramer Bros. Freight Lines, 
Inc., extension of operations, Chrysler Corporation tank ar. 
senal, as of July 14; MC 2461, Sub. No. 3, Kent Transfer. 
Inc., extension of operations—Pittsburgh, Pa., as of July 29: 
MC 1687, Sub. No. 2, J. T. Davis, dba Davis Transfer @ 
Storage, extension of operations—Oregon, as of July 12; Mc 
1510. Sub. No. 17, Greyhound Lines, extension—intermed‘ate 
points between Beaumont and Port Arthur, Texas (South. 
western Greyhound Lines), as of July 29; MC 525, Sub. No. 
2. St. Andrews Bay Transportation Co., extension—off route 
points, as of July 14; MC 482, Sub. No. 1, Peoples Ranid 
Transit Corporation, extension—Casspolis, Mich., as of July 29: 
MC 441, Sub. No. 2, Hinton Motor Service, Inc., extension—Ohio 
points, as of July 14; MC 903, Sub. No. 4, Charles Warren Fal- 
well, Jr., extension of operations, as of July 17; MC 1270, Sub. 
No. 1, Herbert Reese, extension of operations, Minnesota, as of 
July 16; MC 1328, Sub. No. 1, Jacob J. Long, extension, Gimco 
City, Ind., Michigan points, etc., as of July 23; MC 1511, Sub. No, 
37, Pacific Greyhound Lines, extension of operations Oregon 
City, Ore., as of July 14; MC 1592, Sub. No. 7, Pacific Truck Ex. 
press, extension of operations, Klamath Falls, Ore., as of July 12: 
MC 3698, Sub. No. 1, De Camp Interstate Transit Co., extension, 
Parsippany-Troy Hills, as of July 18; MC 6616, Sub. No. 2, Toe- 
debusch Transfer, Inc., extension, Missouri defense plants, as of 
July 15; MC 8604, William Herman Laginess, contract carrier 
application, as of July 24; MC 9259, Sub. No. 10, Bowen Motor 
Coaches, extension, Mexico, as of July 15; MC 19746, Charles 
F. Alle, dba Alle’s Mohican Coach Line, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of July 18; MC 29906, Sub. No. 1, Mobile Express, 
Inc., Mobile and New Orleans extension, as of July 14; MC 
30844, Sub. No. 4, Heuer Truck Lines, Inc., extension, iron and 
steel, petroleum and canned goods, as of July 21; MC 37986, 
Sub. No. 1, Portland-Pendleton Motor Transport Co., extension 
of operations, as of July 14; MC 43683, Sub. No. 5, Baker 
Driveaway Co., Inc., extension of operations, as of July 29; MC 
91833, C. Earl Wallingford, common carrier application, as of 
July 25; MC 56533, Samuel Zieres, common carrier application, 
as of July 18; MC 66562, Sub. No. 216, Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., extension of operations, Plymouth, N. H., as of 
July 14; MC 66562, Sub. No. 255, Railway Express Agency, 
Inc., Parlin extension, as of July 15; MC 66562, Sub. No. 273, 
Railway Express Agency, Inc., extension, Rochester North Ber- 
wick, as of July 18; MC 81350, Sub. No. 1, Frank Pirmantgen, 
dba Frank’s Transfer Co., extension of operations, as of July 
23; MC 84465, Ernest E. Ethington, dba Ethington Transfer, 
contract carrier application, as of July 23; MC 86326, Ann 
Blomenkamp, dba Truckers’ Exchange, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 14; MC 89541, Sub. No. 3, Dalby, Fadell and 
Sanders, extension Roby, Tex., as of July 18; MC 94545, Robert 
G. Kemper, common carrier application, as of July 16; MC 
101493, M. W. Crosby, dba M. W. Crosby Truck Service, com- 
mon carrier application, as of July 14; MC 101802, John F. 
Knecht, dba Knecht Truck Line, common carrier application, 
as of July 23; MC 101829, John H. Glowatsky, common carrier 
application, as of July 28; MC 101856, E. M. Keller, extension, 
New Mexico, as of July 28; MC 102126, Gregory Farmers Eleva- 
tor Co., common carrier application, as of July 14; MC 102254, 
Franklin P. Alexander, contract carrier application, as of July 
15; MC 102281, Arundel Bus Co., common carrier application, as 
of July 21; MC 228, Sub. No. 3, Hudson Transit Lines, Inc., ex- 
tension application, New York, as of July 26; MC 1124, Sub. No. 
4, Herrin Transportation Co., extension, Sulphur Mines, La., as 
of Aug. 1; MC 1510, Sub. No. 19, Southwestern Greyhound Lines, 
Inc., dba Greyhound Lines, extension, Fort Leonard Wood, 4s 
of July 28; MC 1982, K. M. Jordan and M. L. Morse, dba 
Jordan & Morse, contract carrier application, as of Aug. 2; MC 
5416, Sub. No. 1, George Lipscomb, dba Sarah Lipscomb, 
extension of operations, as of July 31; MC 10389, Sub. No. 2, 
C. D. Stephenson, dba Stephenson Motor Transfer, contract 
carrier application, as of July 31; MC 10906, Sub. No. 1 
Hi-Speed Motor Express, Inc., extension, Peoria and Pekin, 
Ill., as of Aug. 1; MC 13300, Sub. No. 12, Carolina Coach Co. 
extension, North Carolina and Virginia, as of July 25; MC 
18831, Dyersburg Canning Co., contract carrier application, 
as of Aug. 1; MC 26076, Stanley Rice, dba Rice’s Express, 
common carrier application, as of July 26; MC 26855, Ear! 
Brown Wolverton, dba Aaron Lines, broker application, as 0 
Aug. 1; MC 28861, Sub. No. 1, James B. Parke and Paul Parke. 
common carrier application, as of Aug. 1; MC 28930, Sub. No. 
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6, Jesse L. Riley, dba Riley’s Truck Line, extension, Sylvia- 
Dodge City, as of July 28; MC 30251, Sub. No. 3, Gordon Ray, 
Attalia and Vancouver extension, as of July 26; MC 32486, 
Brittain Freight Lines, Inc., contract carrier application, as of 
July 26; MC 33953, Sub. No. 1, Philip Zanghi, dba Red Line 
Transfer Co., extension of operations, as of July 31; MC 34874, 
Sub. No. 1, Frank G. Shively, dba Frank G. Shively & Sons, 
extension, groceries, as of Aug. 1; MC 39126, Sub. No. 1, Herbert 
E. Ruff, dba Ruff Truck Line, extension, Indiana Highway 62, 
as of July 28; MC 40428, Sub. No. 2, Cross Transportation, 
Inc., extension of operation, Baltimore, Md., and Glassboro and 
Bridgeton, N. J., as of July 24; MC 40837, Harry Goodnight, 
dba Rice Trucking Co., common carrier application, as of July 
95; MC 45000, Nicholas Lix, Jr., dba Lix Van & Storage Co., 
common carrier application, as of Aug. 2; MC 50655, Sub. No. 
7, Gulf Transport Co., Walnut-Jackson extension, as of Aug. 1; 
MC 29957, Sub. No. 27, Tri-State Transit Co., of Louisiana, 
Inc., Holly Springs-Jackson extension, as of Aug. 1; MC 52675, 
lla M. Hanger and Jake J. Sokolosky, dba Midwest Transporta- 
tion Co., common carrier application, as of July 31; MC 55163, 
Sub. No. 1, John Kohler, extension, brick, as of July 31; MC 
58948, Sub. No. 14, Union Transfer Co., extension, Fort Crook, 
as of July 30; MC 61616, Sub. No. 13, Missouri Pacific Trans- 
portation Co., extension of operations, Lake City, as of Aug. 2; 
MC 61616, Sub. No. 14, Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., 


extension, McGehee, Lake Village, Dermott, Ark., as of July 
31; MC 64824, Nathaniel Gardner, contract carrier application, 
as of Aug. 2; MC 70272, Sub. No. 1, Al Baenisch, extension of 
operations, as of Aug. 1; MC 70384, Sub. No. 2, Branston A. 
Shoup, dba Middlebury Bus Line, extension, charter parties 
to additional states, as of Aug. 1; MC 74755, Sub. No. 2, 
Herman J. Snelzer, dba Snelzer Trucking Co., extension, Illi- 
nois, Indiana and Michigan, as of July 31; MC 76097, Sub. 
No. 1, Francois La Flamme, dba Frank La Flamme, extension 
of operations, automobiles, as of July 28; MC 78859, Sub. No. 2, 
Robert Lee Emery, Jr., dba Emery’s Motor Coach Lines, ex- 
tension, Virginia and West Virginia, as of July 28; MC 81667, 
Sub. No. 1, Will R. Heitman, extension, special commodities, 


as of July 31; MC 84658, Sub. No. 1, Lewis O. Miller, dba Alma 
Truck Line, extension, soap and soap products, as of Aug. 1; 
MC 96227, D. L. Towns, common carrier application, as of July 
28; MC 96403, Charles H. Green, contract carrier application, 
as of July 31; MC 101497, Raymond Moninghoff, common car- 
rier application, as of Aug. 1; MC 101542, Vito Fioriglio, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Aug. 1; MC 101688, William 
Shepperson, dba Shepperson Trucking Co., common carrier 
application, as of July 31; MC 101750, Sub. No. 1, Frank 
Mirabelli and Lewis Mirabelli, contract carrier application, 
as of July 25; MC 101753, Joseph Schultz, common carrier 
application, as of Aug. 1; MC 101796, Bernice Eaton, dba 
Eaton Drive-way Co., contract carrier application, as of Aug. 
1; MC 101799, Arnold Buhl, common carrier application, as of 


July 31; MC 101890, Dirk Broekema, dba Steel Motor Express, 
contract carrier application, as of Aug. 1; MC 102018, Earl E. 
Gillenwater, common carrier application, as of July 31; MC 
102029, Gulf City Transfer Co., common carrier application, 
as of July 31; MC 102075, Chas. E. McDaniel, common carrier 
application, as of Aug. 1; MC 102230, Raymond R. Morgridge, 
common carrier application, as of July 30; MC 102245, George 
Mark McGee, dba Shamrock’s Transportation, contract carrier 
application, as of July 31; MC 102256, H. A. Roehlk and Roscoe 
Woods, dba Roehlk and Woods, common carrier application, 
as of July 31; MC 102330, Clarence S. Higgins, common carrier 
application, as of Aug. 1; MC 102413, William H. Cubbon, 
contract carrier application, as of July 26; MC 102415, Edward 
C. Eichler, common carrier application, as of July 28; MC 
102654, Peter J. Messner, contract carrier application, as of 
July 28; MC 10906, Sub. No. 2, Hi-Speed Motor Express, 
Inc., extension, special commodities, as of Aug. 1; MC 525, 
Sub. No. 4, St. Andrews Bay Transportation Co., exten- 
sion, Alabama-Florida, as of July 24; MC 889, Sub. No. 6, 
Southeast Arkansas Freight Line, Inc., extension, Pine Bluff 
Municipal Airport-Camp Joseph T. Robinson, as of June 28; 
MC 3109, Sub. No. 1, Jesse F. Twigg, extension special com- 
modities, as of July 28; MC 13119, Sub. No. 2, John F. Shimkus, 
dba Wayland Transfer, extension, Louisville, as of July 14; MC 
32783, Sub. No. 7, Southeastern Greyhound Lines (Kentucky 
corporation), extension Tennessee Highway 106, as of July 7; 
MC 38418, L. R. Horne, common carrier application, as of May 
31; MC 2730, Sub. No. 1, Frasher Truck Co., Garberville-Arcata, 
California extension, as of Aug. 2; MC 40357, Sub. No. 1, M. L. 
Blomgren, extension of operations, as of July 31; MC 46054, 
Sub. No. 9, Brown Express, extension, Camp Stanley, Tex., as 
of June 17; MC 47203, Petroleum Carriers, Inc., common car- 
Mer application, as of July 28; MC 52579, Sub. No. 4, Frank 

arave. extension of operations, Kansas City, Mo., as of July 
28; MC 59283, Sub. No. 1, John E. Cresap, dba Battle Ground 

uck Service, extension of operations, as of June 23; MC 61264, 
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Sub. No. 3, W. S. Pinnix, dba Pinnix Transfer Co., extension of 
operations, West Virginia, Ohio and Pennsylvania points, as of 
July 25; MC 63414, Sub. No. 1, J. H. Rogers, extension, live 
stock, as of June 26; MC 77596, Sub. No. 2, Jack Gorum, dba 
Arkansas Traveler Truck Line, extension, packing-house prod- 
ucts, as of July 17; MC 86761, Sub. No. 5, Transport Co., ex- 
tension of operations, Coden, Ala., as of June 26; MC 96320, 
Eugene Morris, common carrier application, as of July 1; MC 
96364, Stark Transit, Inc., common carrier application, as of 
June 26; MC 101133, Rupert Eldred Bell, dba Bell’s Truck 
Line, common carrier application, as of July 24; MC 102369, 
Martin H. Mortensen, contract carrier application, as of July 
28; MC 102530, Ear] L. Spicer, contract carrier application, as of 
July 26; MC 3481, Sub. No. 2, F. J. Isaak, extension of opera- 
tions, as of July 5; MC 3647 Sub. No. 18; Public Service In- 
terstate Transportation Co., extension, Blue Bird Tract, Had- 
don Township, N. J., as of July 31; MC 15563 Sub. No. 1, 
Merton Beryl Kelley, extension of operations, as of July 1; 
MC 21272, R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier 
application, as of July 10; MC 23620 Sub. No. 7, Georgia 
Motor Express, Inc., Macon extension, as of July 21; MC 
23620 Sub. No. 9, Georgia Motor Express, Inc., Childersburg 
extension, as of July 15; MC 42329 Sub. No. 5, Hayes Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension alternate routes, as of June 21; MC 
52692 Sub. No. 9, Transportation, Inc., off-route extension, as 
of July 31; MC 63513 Sub. No. 11, Northern Truck Line, Inc., 
extension of operations, as of July 10; MC 65527 Sub. No. 2, 
Boyle Brothers, Inc., extension of operations, as of July 15; 
MC 66562 Sub. No. 269, Railway Express Agency, Inc., ex- 
tension between Oshkosh and Berlin, Wis., as of July 31; MC 
66562 Sub. No. 270, Railway Express Agency, Inc., exten- 
sion Galena to Platteville, as of July 31; MC 89599 Sub. No. 
1, Paul Hickman, dba Yuma Transportation Co., extension, 
Iowa, as of July 18; MC 100151 Sub. No. 1, William K. Owen, 
dba William K. Owen & Son, extension of operations, lumber. 
as of July 5; MC 102026, Gerhard Fettes, dba Fettes Motor 
Freight, common carrier application, as of July 14. 


Tracks Assail Rail Mixing Rule 


Implying that many if not all sins in the catalogue can be 
committed under a note the railroads have proposed to be 
added to Consolidated Freight Classification Rule 12, dated to 
be effective Aug. 20, various motor carrier organizations have 
asked for its suspension. Specifically they ask for the sus- 
pension of the proposed note, No. 2, and of section 3 of that 
rule to the extent it makes reference to Note No. 2. 

Requests are made for suspension by C. F. Jackson, agent 
in behalf of carriers parties to National Motor Freight Classi- 
fication No. 5, who in that matter is regarded as representing 
the American Trucking Associations, Inc., Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, Central and Southern Motor Freight 
Tariff Associations, Inc., Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
_ and Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 

ne. 

The note so obnoxious -to the motor carriers says where 
the aggregate weight of higher rated articles does not exceed 
fifteen per cent of the gross weight of the goods and package, 
such higher rated articles shall not be considered in deter- 
mining the rate or ratings to be applied, but the package shall 
be charged for on the basis of the highest rate or rating 
applicable to any other article in the shipment. It further says 
that in such cases, all the articles need not be specified on 
shipping order or bill of lading, but only one of the articles 
subject to the highest controlling rating shall be shown. In 
such instances, continues the rule, the following notation 
must also appear on shipping order and bill of lading: (De- 
scription of commodity subject to the controlling rating) and 
other articles, the weight of articles rated higher than .. . 
class not exceeding 15 per cent of gross weight of package. 

In his request for suspension Mr. Jackson said the amend- 
ment of the rule constituted a reduction detrimental to the 
interests of motor carriers parties to the National Motor Freight 
Classification No. 5. The effect of the proposed change would 
be, said Mr. Jackson, to permit the inclusion of one or even 
several articles in a mixed package to be shipped at a rating 
lower than that at which they were properly classified and 
subject only to the restriction that such articles should not 
exceed 15 per cent of the gross weight of the entire package. 

It was not even necessary he added, that these articles 
all be in the same container. Under the liberal provisions of 
Rule 5 of the Consolidated Freight Classification, he said, two 
entirely separate units bound together with a rope or a strap 
would constitute a package. Furthermore, he said, it was not 
required that any but the article the rating controlled be named 
in the bill of lading, although it was admitted that that was 
merely the continuation and probably an extension of the 
present practice. The implications of the proposal, said Mr. 
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Jackson, were so broad that it was not feasible to cover them 
all by examples. Light and bulky articles, valuable and highly 
rated freight, he observed, might be accorded the same ratings 
“as some lowly article which displaces only a fraction of their 
bulk, with which they are to be combined.” : 

Commenting on the note the Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference said that under a specified use of the rule the 
carrier would be hauling valuable articles very susceptible to 
damage at rates applicable to low grade commodities not 
susceptible to damage. 

One argument was that under the note the shipper having 
several sorts of merchandise to ship would have an advantage 
over the shipper having only one sort to ship in that he could 
combine that one article with lower rated articles and get it 
hauled for a lower charge than the shipper who had only 
one sort of merchandise to ship. Forwarders were mentioned 
among those who might be so favored. 

The Chicago Association of Commerce, through A. H. 
Schwietert, its traffic director, mailed to the Commission, Au- 
gust 14, a statement supporting the proposed rule change. The 
change will not discriminate against small shippers, it says, 
nor will it violate Section I of the act, because “the object of 
the classification is to furnish a basis on which to determine 
charges for transportation, and it must be changed to meet 
changing conditions.” 

The change in this instance, it says, is from the use of large 
boxes or crates by manufacturers, requiring repacking by dis- 
tributors, to the fibre carton, permitting reshipping by distrib- 
utors in the original package. More than 80 per cent of dis- 
tributors’ shipment are now in that original package, it says, 
leaving only the 20 necessarily repacked, to be affected by the 
rule change. 

The change will not bring about an appreciable reduction 
in rail revenues, it adds, while the resulting benefit to the rail- 
roads in reducing the billing and handling expenses and the 
danger of loss of many small packages will more than make 
up for that slight revenue reduction. It asserts that examples 
brought forward by protesting trucking associations are theo- 
retical. Actually, it adds, practical conditions of packing and 
existing shipping and merchandising practices would prevent 
the mixing of wire and radio tubes, of cottonpiece goods and 
silk hosiery, and of hardware and firearms in the same package. 

As to alleged discrimination against small shippers, the 
association points out that no complaint against the proposed 
rule has been made by such shippers. Such as are members of 
the association, it says, favor the change. 


Truckers Assail Rail Truckers 


Eight motor carriers, in MC-C No. 293, Campbell Sixty-Six 
Express, Inc. vs. Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis-San 
Francisco Railway Co., et al., allege that the transportation 
company, a subsidiary of the railroad company operating motor 
vehicles under authorization mentioned among the defendants, 
aided and abetted by the railroad, is conducting its supposedly 
auxiliary service as a complete, all-out service in direct com- 
petition with and in substitution for the parent railway train 
service, in violation of the motor carrier act. They ask the 
Commission to issue an order requiring the transportation 
company to operate the motor service as an auxiliary service 
supplemental to the rail service, as they contend was the re- 
quirement of the Commission in authorizing the purchase of 
motor lines. 

The specific charge is that the transportation company, 
aided and abetted by the railroad, is operating as a motor com- 
mon carrier and as such is providing and furnishing service 
by motor vehicle in the transportation of property in such 
manner as to be in violation of section 206(a), in that there 
is not in force with respect to defendant a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing such operations; willful 
failure to comply with the provisions of the motor carrier part 
of the interstate commerce act; and willful failure to comply 
with the lawful orders, rules and regulations of the Commission 
promulgated in connection with the certificate authority which 
defendent alleges has been conferred on it, thereby being sub- 
ject to the penalties provided in section 212. 

The complaint sets forth in italic letters the fact that in the 
applications of the transportation company to purchase motor 
operations the authority sought “is desired to afford applicant” 
and the railway “means for developing coordinated rail-truck 
service”; also that in granting authority the Commission made 
the grant subject to such further limitations or restrictions it 
might thereafter find it necessary to impose “in order to insure 
that the service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to the 
train service.” 

Unless the Commission has proposed to treat the St. Louis- 
San Francisco and its truck subsidiary in a preferential manner 
and grant to them rights and authorities heretofore and con- 


temporaneously being denied other rail carriers in their motor 
vehicle operations, the conclusion is inescapable, says the com- 
plaint, that the transportation company is operating in a man- 
ner not contemplated by the Commission in its orders to de. 
fendant. 

Complaints aver the Frisco Transportation Co. js 
operating a complete all out service in willful defiance of 
the Commission’s orders in a number of areas. One specifica- 
tion is that the truck subsidiary is operating a through direct 
service on shipments originating at Memphis, Tenn., and des. 
tined to points on the parent rail line to Blytheville, Ark, 
and from Blytheville to Lake City, Ark., the truck movement 
being over U. S. highway 61 and Arkansas highway 18. Six 
other examples are set forth, followed by the declaration that 
the acts of the defendants are prima facie evidence of the 
violations charged. 


MOTOR RATES INQUIRY BROADENED 

The Commission, by division 2, has broadened the scope 
of its inquiry in MC C-245, Aller & Sharp-Ready Truck Lines, 
minimum rates and charges, to include an investigation into the 
minimum rates and charges, etc., on advertising matter, butter, 
cocoanut oleine, frozen eggs, oleomargarine, salad dressing, 
sandwich spreads, animal and vegetable oil, vegetable stearine, 
lard substitutes, cheese, mayonnaise, and vinegar from Colum- 
bus, O., to Chicago, Ill., and in the reverse directions, proposed 
to be put into effect by the Budreck Truck Lines, of Chicago, 
Budreck has been made an additional respondent to the pro- 
ceeding. 


Cc. M. F. A. SECTION MEETINGS 

The second all-day meeting of the business development 
section of the Central Motor Freight Association, to be held at 
the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, August 18, will have the following 
speakers: 

Chester G. Moore, chairman of the board of the associa- 
tion, “Rate Making Through Tariff Publications”; W. H. Con- 
nelly, chief of the special service division, Stevens Davis Com- 
pany, Chicago, “Motor Freight Salesmanship”; E. F. Stecher, 
general traffic manager, Stewart-Warner Corporation, Chicago, 
“A Traffic Manager’s Reactions to Motor Freight Salesman- 
ship”; Earl Cannon, president, Yellow Truck Lines, Chicago, 
“The Industry’s Stake in Salesmanship,” and Robert J. Bayer, 
assistant editor, The Traffic World, Chicago, “The Trucker’s 
Public Relations.” 

There will be a discussion of “The Wrong and the Right 
Methods of Salesmanship,” in which Ray Mains, sales man- 
ager, Fruehauf Trailer Company; R. O. Stoaks, traffic manager, 
American Transportation Company, and W. P. Whalen, sales 
manager, Motor Cargo, Inc., will participate. 

J. L. Hizer, Liberty Highway Company, Chicago, chairman 
of the division, will preside. Arrangements for the meeting 
are in the hands of a program committee headed by G. C. Cas- 
sell, vice-president, Shippers’ Dispatch, Inc. 

The first meeting of the association’s safety and operations 
section will be held at the Stevens Hotel August 25. Featured 
speaker will be Ted V. Rodgers, president, American Trucking 
Associations, Inc. 


BRADY TRANSPORT ACTIVITIES 


The A. T. A. regular common carrier conference, and the 
Illinois-Minnesota Motor Carriers’ Conference, Inc., intervenors, 
in a brief in MC C-246, transportation activities of Brady Trans- 
fer & Storage Co., Fort Dodge, Ia., have asked the Commission 
to find that the respondent had unlawfully converted his opera- 
tions to those of a regular route operator, and enter a cease 
and desist order prohibiting the continuance thereof. The pro- 
ceeding is an investigation instituted by the Commission to 
determine whether Brady had violated any provisions of the act 
by having engaged in performing regular scheduled service over 
regular routes, between the fixed termini of St. Paul-Minne- 
apolis and Fort Dodge and Spencer, and over regular routes 
between St. Paul-Minneapolis and various points in Minnesota, 
Iowa and Nebraska, including Ackley, Des Moines and Omaha. 

“We trust that as a result of this investigation, not only 
will this respondent be required to desist from rendering the 
same identical service that is rendered by the regular route 
operators in the affected territory,” say the intervenors, “but 
that other carriers possessing this type of authority will be 
prohibited from altering their operations in a similar manner. 
: If Brady is required to desist, the employment of the 
irregular route operator will be confined to instances where 
traffic has not and cannot flow along definite routes and he 
will not be employed unnecessarily. If the irregular route 
operator is allowed to continue to render a scheduled service 
in competition with the regular route operator and still retain 
the advantage of choosing the cream of the traffic, the regular 
route operator will continue to suffer.” 
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August 16, 1941 


Contract-Common Truck Dispute 


The question of whether or not the Commission ought to 
decide whether specific truck traffic is properly common car- 
rier or contract carrier traffic has arisen in connection with an 
application filed by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau 
for modification of the order in MC-21, the Central Territory 
minimum rate case, in which is sought a reduction in the min- 
imum rate on sheet and scrap brass and related commodities 
from 27.8 per cent of first class to 12.5 per cent of first class 
on a movement from East Alton, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo. 

The application, if granted, would permit the hauling of 
the specified commodities from the plant of the Western Cart- 
ridge Company, at East Alton, to the government’s new ord- 
nance plant at St. Louis, to be operated under contract by the 
United States Cartridge Company, a subsidiary of the Western 
Cartridge Company, in the manufacture of small arms ammuni- 
tion, at a rate of 4% cents on a truckload minimum of 40,000 
pounds. The existing rate of 10 cents is based on a minimum 
weight of 10,000 pounds. 

The petition sets forth a number of “compelling circum- 
stances” which, it says, justify the low rate. In the first place, 
it says, the announced policy of the bureau not to make rates 
lower than competitive rail bases will not be contravened, 
because consultation with competing rail lines reveals that 
their operation through the congested East St. Louis-St. Louis 
switching area would make impossible the constant day and 
night scheduled service necessary to keep the St. Louis plant 
in operation. Also, according to the petition, the railroads can 
not “guarantee at all times the equipment necessary to do the 
job.” 

On the other hand, it asserts, a 24-hour truck shuttle serv- 
ice, on the basis of 13 truckloads of 40,000 pounds daily, over a 
2i-mile route on which ten round trips daily can be made by 
a single vehicle in a 24-hour period, offers attractions to truck 
transportation in regularity, in the elimination of solicitation, 
administrative, advertising and terminal expense involved in 
occasional movements, and would yield average earnings of 
57.3 cents a truck mile, sufficient to “return a very fair margin 
of profit.” Loading and unloading would be performed by 
shipper and consignee, respectively, under the terms of the 
application. The industry should be permitted to institute the 
service on the rate sought “as a contribution in behalf of our 
national defense,” the application says. 

The contract carrier. division of the American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., has filed objections to the proposal, which 
is designated as Proposal 203 of supplemental petition No. 95 
under MC-21. Common carriers generally have heretofore 
taken the position that contract carriage under the act ought 
to be confined to “special services for particular shippers,” the 
division says, and the movement under contemplation falls 
directly in that classification. Hence, it argues, the attempt 
here on the part of the bureau, filing tariffs for common car- 
riers, is to “invade the field of contract carriers.”” The move- 
ment would require the purchase of special equipment on the 
part of the trucker, it adds, and that equipment would be 
tied up continuously in serving one shipper and one receiver. 
The province of the common carrier, it says, is to hold itself 
out to perform its services for the shipping and receiving public 
generally, something the trucker handling the traffic under con- 
sideration could not do, at least so far as the equipment used 
in that particular movement was concerned. It also points 
out that the rate is to apply only from one plant to one plant. 
To the extent that other shippers and receivers of the same 
commodities would have to continue paying the higher existing 
rates. the new rate would be discriminatory, it is alleged. 

The contract carrier division says that there are at least 
two established contract carrier operations that could take care 
of the movement under contract, one of which has already sub- 
mitted a bid for the traffic. 

_, In an answer to the objections of the contract carrier di- 
Vision, the Central Bureau says that the question as to whether 
contract or common carriers have the exclusive right to trans- 
port the commodities involved is foreign to the issue raised by 
the petition and that the sole issue is as to whether or not the 
2-cent rate is a reasonable charge for the service. The allega- 
tion of the contract carrier division, that the proposed rate is 
justifiable only because of the volume of the movement is 
tefuted by the truck-mile earnings to result, the answer says. 
The mere fact that it is proposed to apply the rate exclusively 
between the specified plants at East Alton and St. Louis, it 
insists, is no indication of discrimination. Many similar rates 
€xist where the particular traffic has characteristics justifying 
rate treatment differing from the normal. In the instant case, 
t points out, the location of the St. Louis ordnance plant is on 
the outskirts of the city. To extend the rate to cover the 
entire city would require truck movements through heavily 
Congested areas at much greater cost than for the movement 
Involved, it says. 
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The assertion that special equipment will be needed is only 
true to the extent that the trucker handling the traffic would 
have to buy additional and larger trucks. Contract carriers, 
should they obtain the movement would have to do the same, 
the answer states. Such equipment can be used on other traffic 
and probably will be so used when the special movement comes 
to an end, it says. It adds that the mere willingness of con- 
tract carriers to perform the service ought not to be argument 
for the allocation of it by the Commission to such carriers. 
Common carriers are equally willing, and the two types should 
be left free to bid for the traffic, it says. 

If the argument of the contract carriers, that they alone are 
entitled to handle “special movements” should prevail, the 
bureau insists, common carriers generally will lose much 
business, because factories that normally produce the general 
traffic hauled by common carrier trucks are increasingly going 
over to the production of special defense goods. To rule, now, 
that such special movements may be handled exclusively by 
contract carriers would not only hamper the common carriers, 
the bureau says, but would handicap the national defense 
program. 

It asks that the Commission grant the petition immediately, 
pointing out that the St. Louis plant will open late in Septem- 
ber. Delay ‘‘will have the effect of assisting the contract car- 
riers in their effort to secure a contract for the services desired 
by the shinver,” it says, “while the granting of the request for 
modification leaves both the contract and common carriers in a 
position to solicit the business fairly and impartially.” 


















































































Proportional Rates Hearings 


The Commission has assigned No. 28496, proportional 
rates of common carriers and minimum charges of contract 
carriers, and cases joined with it, for hearing, before Commis- 
sioner Patterson and Examiner Hoy, September 3, at the Bond 
Hotel, Hartford, Conn., September 5, at the Hotel Lenox, Bos- 
ton, Mass., September 8, at the Federal Building, Bangor, Me., 
and September 10, at the Chamber of Commerce, Concord, N. 
H., and before the same commissioner and Examiner Mattingly, 
as follows: 

September 9, Hotel Schoreder, Milwaukee, Wis.; Septem- 
ber 11, Hotel Nicollet, Minneapolis, Minn.; September 16, U. S. 
Court Rooms, Spokane, Wash.; September 19, Olympic Hotel, 
Seattle, Wash.; September 23, Multnomah Hotel, Portland, 
Ore.; September 29, Hotel Fontenelle, Omaha, Neb.; October 1, 
Hotel President, Kansas City, Mo.; October 3, Coronado Hotel, 
St. Louis, Mo.; October 22, Hotel Morrison, Chicago, II1.; 
October 27, U. S. Court Rooms, Ft. Wayne, Ind.; October 29, 
Hotel Fort Shelby, Detroit, Mich.; October 31, New Federal 
Building, Cleveland, O.; November 3, Federal Building, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; November 5, Hotel Buffalo, Buffalo, N. Y.; No- 
vember 7, Federal Building, Albany, N. Y.; November 10, St. 
George Hotel, New York, N. Y.; November 14, Benjamin Frank- 
lin Hotel, Philadelphia, Pa., and November 24, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Washington, D. C. 


In its notice of assignment, the Commission said these 
hearings were for the purpose of receiving evidence with re- 
spect to common carrier rates applying within that section of 
the country north of and including the states of Oregon, Idaho, 
Wyoming, Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, West 
Virginia, and Maryland, and from points within that section 
to points in the remainder of the country, as to which the effec- 
tive date of the order of December 2, 1940, in No. 28496 was 
postponed by the order of February 26, 1941, as amended, or 
which were under investigation in the proceedings, other 
than No. 28496. The Commission said it was contemplated 
that the hearings here assigned would conclude the program 
of hearings in all the proceedings, other than No. 28496, and in 
that portion of No. 28496 at present under consideration. 
Therefore, it added, every party who had evidence to present of 
the kind described with respect to the rates mentioned, should 
appear and present it at one of these hearings. 

Trunk line railroads have asked the Commission to in- 
clude a number of tariffs published by individual carriers con- 
taining less-carload or any-quantity proportional rates to north 
Atlantic ports applicable on coastwise and intercoastal traffic 
in their order of February 26, 1941, in No. 28496, as subse- 
quently amended, as to which, they say, hearings will be held to 
develop the lawfulness thereof. The tariffs and rates are set 
forth in an appendix attached to the railroads’ supplemental 
petition in that case. They allege that through oversight the 
tariffs in question were omitted. 





REMOVAL OF TOLL GATES 
Federal Works Administrator John M. Carmody has an- 
nounced that toll gates have been removed from 27 bridges 
in four states with federal assistance. 
The bridges, 15 in Alabama, 8 in Arkansas, 3 in Ten- 
nessee, and one in Idaho, were made toll free under agree- 
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IN 15 YEARS, no Duryea gear (as 
shown in phantom view above) has 
ever had to be replaced. The Duryea 
Cushi: n Underframe lasts the entire 
life of the car, retains full efficiency. 


ONE SMACKS! ONE SLIDES! Photos show how Duryea floating sills 
lessen shock. Left: Block of wood (sill) placed against a solid wall will 
crack and splinter when hit with heavy sledge. Right: With spring inserted, 
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ments worked out by the state highway departments and the 
Public Roads Administration of the FWA. 

The agreements were made possible by legislation passed 
in 1937. Under this arrangement states desiring to free toll 
bridges on their federal-aid highways are paid certain amounts 
of their regular federal-aid funds. The states in turn use 
these payments in meeting their share of the cost of other 
federal-aid highway projects. 

Total payments made or to be made to the four states 
amount to $6,776,000, including Alabama, $2,915,200; Arkansas, 
$3,012,500; Tennessee, $614,300; and Idaho, $234,200. All the 
27 bridges were owned by the states or their subdivisions, hav- 
ing been either constructed or acquired by them. 

The largest single payment was $941,700 made to the 
state of Alabama in connection with the Mobile Bay Bridge. 


MOTOR ACT AMENDMENT 


A subcommittee on S. 975, providing for exemptions for 
agricultural motor operations from regulation under the motor 
carrier act, has been appointed by Chairman Wheeler, of the 
Senate interstate commerce committee, as follows: Senators 
Tunnell, of Delaware; Schwartz, of Wyoming, and Gurney, of 
South Dakota. 


BIG TANK TRUCK OPERATION PLAN 


An application for temporary authority to operate one 
thousand 10,000-gallon gasoline trucks has been sent to the 
Commission by H. Haywood Robins and E. G. Hanson, a part- 
nership, of Charlotte, N. C. The proposal is to organize a 
company with a capital stock of between $7,000,000 and 

Authority is asked to operate the trucks in Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mississippi, 
New Jersey, New York, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is- 
land, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia. Operations in those states would enable the trucks to 
obtain lading at refineries in the midcontinent field and dis- 
tribute it in the eastern states, where on account of the assign- 
ment of American tank ships, used in transporting crude to 
eastern refineries, there is expected to be a shortage of gasoline 
and other refined products this fall and winter. 


NO HEARING MOTOR CASES 


The Commission has announced that no hearings will be 
held in connection with the application of Evans Line, Inc., of 
Bluefield, W. Va., for authority to purchase certain motor 
operating rights of Logan Merchants’ Service, Inc., of Hunt- 
ington, W. Va., made in MC F-1619, or the application of Caro- 
lina Coach Co. of Virginia, or Raleigh, N. C., and Carolina 
Coach Co., also of Raleigh, for authority to mutually exchange 
certain motor operating rights, unless good cause therefor is 
shown. Detailed statements of the routes, the Commission said, 
were contained in the applications, copies of which were on 
file and might be inspected at the Commission’s offices in 
Washington, or offices of the regulatory authorities of Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia, as to MC F-1619, and North Carolina 
and Virginia, as to MC F-1618. Any interested party desiring 
to make representations to it as to the granting or denying 
of the applications, the Commission added, should submit such 
representation in writing within 15 days from August 13. 


MOTOR CARRIER ASKS INJUNCTION 


Averring that the Commission, by division 5, in MC-37473, 
Detroit-Pittsburgh Motor Freight, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion, disregarded the law and facts when it denied a certificate 
under the grandfather clause covering all the regular and irreg- 
ular route operations performed in the grandfather period, that 
carrier, in civil action No. 20901, has asked the federal court 
for the northern district, eastern division of Ohio, to enjoin 
enforcement of the Commission’s order forbidding operation 
over other than the regular and irregular routes covered by the 
certificate. The order became effective July 5. The carrier sets 
forth that the Commission men threaten arrests and prosecu- 
tion. It asks for annulment of the order. 

In its application for a certificate the carrier claimed grand- 
father rights over a large territory surrounding Pittsburgh, Pa., 
Weirton. W. Va., Canton. O., and between Toledo, O., and De- 
troit, Mich., covering a large number of articles among them 
being automobiles, milk and cream, beer, iron and steel arti- 
cles, tin plate, tires, vacuum cleaners, petroleum products and 
other commodities and property generally. 

The plaintiff says the Commission’s order authorizes it to 
continue operations over but a small part of its prior opera- 
tions as a common carrier and restricts its operations to a few 
commodities such as steel and beer and limits the points of 









origin and destination to certain named cities and towns, few 
in number in comparison with its previous operations and fur- 
ther, limits operations to irregular routes. 

According to the petition the enforcement of the Commis- 
sion’s order would reduce its monthly income by at least 
$20,000 and its net income would be completely wiped out and 
destroyed. 


EMERGENCY HIGHWAY BILL PLANS 


Sustaining by the House of President Roosevelt’s veto of 
the $320,000,000 emergency highway authorization bill (see Traf- 
fic World, Aug. 9), made necessary consideration of preparation 
of substitute legislation. 

The House committee on roads plans to submit a substitute 
bill but not before some time in September. Details would have 
to be worked out, it was stated. President Roosevelt’s prin- 
cipal objection was that he had asked for $25,000,000 for stra- 
tegic roads to meet defense needs while the rejected bill author- 
ized $125,000,000 to be apportioned among the states on the 
regular federal aid highway basis. 

The Senate committee on post office and post roads, Aug. 
11, ordered a favorable report on S. 1840, a substitute for the 
vetoed bill. Explaining the bill, Senator McKellar, committee 
chairman, said it reduced the amount to be used for strategic 
roads from $125,000,000 to $100,000,000, but left the method 
of computing the amount the states should contribute and the 
amount the federal government should contribute exactly as 
it was in the original bill. He thought that that was a matter 
of policy that had been established by Congress and “we ought 
to stick to it.” This was objected to by the President in his 
veto message. The bill authorizes $25,000,000 without regard 
to apportionment for bridge work and correction of other 
critical deficiencies in the strategic network of highways. As 
to access roads the substitute bill cuts the authorization from 
$150,000,000 to $100,000,000. 

Prior to the approval by the committee of S. 1840, Senator 
Hayden, of Arizona, had introduced S. 1835, another proposed 
substitute for the vetoed bill. 

Chairman Cartwright, of the House roads committee, told 
the House Aug. 13 that an earnest effort was being made to 
work out a new bill. 

“We do not want to go off half-cocked or add to the con- 
fusion by introducing a new bill now,” said he. “It would 
be impossible to get any action by the House before the latter 
part of next month anyway, and by that time there may be 
important new developments in the situation. A majority of 
the members of the committee still feel that it would be diffi- 
cult to improve on the bill which was passed and vetoed.” 


c. S. M. F. B. COLUMN RATES 


W. L. Meyers, chief, section of tariffs, Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, has issued a circular letter to members of the 
bureau explaining the application of column A and B rates on 
less-truckload traffic as contained in bureau tariffs. There has 
been “some misunderstanding as to the proper application of 
these column rates,” says he. 

Rates under column A are for application on shipments 
weighing 5,000 pounds or less and those under column B on 
shipments of over 5,000 pounds, it is pointed out, and the word 
“shipment” is used as defined in Section 1 of Rule 13 of the 
National Motor Freight Classification. The definition therein 
is: ‘A shipment is a lot of freight received from one shipper 
at one point at one time for one consignee at one destination 
and covered by one bill of lading.” Thus, the cireular letter 
explains, “‘a shipment might consist of one or any number of 
articles, rated the same or differently, and just so long as 
only one bill of lading is issued, regardless of the rating of the 
various articles handled in the shipment on one bill of lading, 
it is still a shipment.” 

It is explained that a shipment on a single bill of lading 
made up of 1,000 pounds rated at second class, 3,000 pounds 
at third class and 2,000 pounds at fourth class would come 
under the column B rates to be applied to the relative weight 
of each class. Should such a combination of variously rated 
articles weigh 5,000 pounds or less, the column A rate would 
apply. 

™ The tariff further provides, it is explained, for the alter- 

nate application of the column rates so that, where the column 
A rates on a shipment of less than 5,000 pounds amount to 
more than the column B rates on 5,001 pounds, the column B 
rates are the proper ones to apply. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber (0 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Traffie Lesson No. 27 


Twenty-Seventh of a Series of Fifty-Two Articles on the Fundamentals of Freight Traffic by G. 
Lloyd Wilson—North Pacific Coast Freight Rate Structure 


The section of the Pacific Northwest west of Western 

Trunk Line Territory, north of Pacific Freight Bureau 
Territory, south of Canada, and east of the Pacific Ocean com- 
prises the North Pacific Freight Traffic Bureau Territory. This 
district includes the states of Washington, Oregon, a part of 
northern California, Idaho, and western Montana. It extends 
also across the Canadian-United States international boundary 
line to include traffic to or from some points in the Canadian 
provice of British Columbia. This territory and the Pacific 
Coast Freight Bureau Territory comprise the major traffic sub- 
divisions of the United States west of the Rocky Mountains. 
These territories overlap Western Trunk Line and Southwestern 
territories to form the section sometimes referred to as Moun- 
tain-Pacific Territory. The eastern portion of North Pacific 
Territory forms the northern portion of Intermountain Terri- 
tory, of which the eastern portion of Pacific Territory forms the 
southern portion. 

The states comprising North Pacific Territory are large. 
Washington has an area of 69,127 square miles; Oregon, 96,699; 
Idaho 83,888. If the portions of northern California and western 
Montana are added, the area of the entire territory is about 
325,000 square miles. The area is difficult to state accurately 
because parts of it are embraced, with respect to certain rate 
adjustments, in other freight traffic territories. 

The population of the territory is small in proportion to the 
area. The population of Washington is 1,721,376; Oregon, 





cr % | 


1,087,717; Idaho 523,440. If the population of northern Cali- 
fornia and western Montana is added, the population of the 
whole area is less than 4,000,000, or about 12 a square mile. 
The population for each square mile of the three complete states 
es in the area is: Washington, 23.4; Oregon, 10.0; Idaho, 
3. 

Population is concentrated in a few cities along the Pacific 
coast, on Puget Sound and its tributary waters, along the Co- 
lumbia, Willamette, and Snomish Rivers, (the principal com- 
mercial inland waterways of the Pacific Northwest), and at 
railroad and other commercial centers in the interior. 


Characteristics of the Territory 


The states comprising the Pacific Northwest are important 
in the production of raw materials and food products, including 
lumber and forest products; mineral products, copper, silver, 
petroleum, zinc, sand, gravel, stone and coal; farm and orchard 
products, including wheat, hops, sugar beets, potatoes, onions, 
beans, apples, pears, and berries; animals and animal products, 
including cattle, sheep, and wool; and fishery products. 

The forested lands of the Pacific Northwest comprise nearly 
100,000,000 acres, or 40 per cent of the area. These forests 
contain 900,000,000,000 board-feet of lumber, about half of 
the remaining stand in the United States. The forest products 
industry uses 10 per cent of the persons employed in the area. 

Within the area there are vast water power resources repre- 
senting about 40 per cent of the total national undeveloped 
water power resources.! 


_—_—_— 


*National Resources Committee, Energy Resources and National 
Policy, Washington, D. C., 1939, pp. 300-305. 





The mining industry of the Pacific Northwest produced 


$156,000,000 in value of extracted minerals in 1937, and there 
are many mineralized areas as yet not commercially developed. 


The manufacturing industries of the territory are estimated 


to have produced products valued at $544,000,000 in 1937. About 
80 per cent of the manufacturing industry is located in the 
coastal region of Washington and Oregon. Manufactured goods 
produced in the territory include food products, textiles, forest 
products, paper, chemicals, petroleum products, leather, clay 
and glass products, iron and steel products, non-ferrous metal 
products, machinery, and transportation equipment.’ 


Physiographic Features 


The Pacific Northwest has the Rocky Mountain ranges 


stretching across the eastern and central portion of the region. 
They include the Lewis Range, the Blue Mountains, the Steens 
Mountains, and other ranges and peaks. West of these are 


Table No. 1 
THE PORTLAND DISTRIBUTING SCALE 
(21 I. C. C. 640, 643), 1911 
Class Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds—Western Classification 





r Classes —————_——_,, 
Distances 1 2 eo @ 8 £4. Bc Bos 
100 miles or less 4 35 30 2 2% 20 15 13 10 
Over 100 miles but not 
greater than 200 miles 72 61 50 43 36 36 29 22 18 14 
Over 200 miles but not 
greater than300 miles 91 77 64 55 46 46 36 27 23 18 
Over 300 miles but not 
greater than 400 miles 110 .94 77 66 55 55 44 33 28 22 
Over 400 miles but not 
greater than 500 miles 
Over 500 miles but not 
greater than 600 miles 147 125 103 88 74 74 59 44 37 29 
Over 600 miles but not 
greater than 700 miles 164 139 115 98 82 82 66 49 41 33 


Note: These rates do not include rate changes made since 1911. 


129 110 90 77 6 65 52 39 32 26 


Table No. 2 


REPRESENTATIVE RATES UPON THE KLAMATH FALLS 
JOBBERS SCALE 


Prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission in (74 I. C.Cc. 
207, 219), 1922—Subject to 10 Per Cent Horizontal Reduction 


Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds—Western Classification 


——Classes-————-_____,, 


2 3 4 5 
37.5 31.5 27 22 
67.5 47 39.5 
95.5 67.5 

120.5 86.5 
147 : 103 

172 ; 120.5 
195.5 ; 137.5 


Rates for Classes A and Lower, the Followin 
Percentages of First Class: ; 
A B Cc D E 
50 per cent 40 per cent 30 per cent 25 per cent 20 per cent 


valleys and basins, between the Rocky Mountains and the Cas- 
cade Range stretching from California to Washington. West 
of the Cascade Range are the Coastal Ranges in northern Cali- 
fornia, Oregon and Washington. These mountains make railroad 
construction and operation difficult and expensive. 

The region is served by several large and a number of 
smaller rivers on the larger of which navigation is conducted, 
including the Columbia River, the Willamette River, the Snake 
River, the Salmon River, and others of less importance. 

Water transportation is important on the Puget Sound, the 


2 United States Census of Manufactures, 1937, U. S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Strait of San Juan de Fuca, the Strait of Georgia, and other 
bodies of water. 

As in Pacific Territory, coastwise water transportation 
along the Pacific Coast is an important transportation factor, 
though of less importance intraterritorially than interterritori- 
ally between North Pacific and South Pacific territories. 


Railroads of Pacific Northwest 


Despite high costs of construction through mountainous 
country and difficulties of operation because of heavy grades, 
the Pacific Northwest Territory is served by several major 
northern transcontinental railroads and by a number of smaller 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


rates are not particularly significant except for the distributorg’ 
scales of class rates on a lower basis mile-for-mile than the 
standard mileage or distance rates from major distribution 
centers to the points of consumption and marketing areas serve 
by the distributing centers; and for the widespread use of all. 
freight or any commodity rates, and special scales of rates 
based on various quantities of freight between important traffic 
centers designed to meet motor truck competition. 


Interstate Class Rates. 


No general rate structure investigation has been made by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in North Pacific Coast 


Table No. 3 

REPRESENTATIVE CLASS RATES, 1941—NORTH PACIFIC COAST TERRITORY 
Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds—Western Classification 

—— 


c— 


From and To 1 


OE a ee ee 153 
Wash., to Boise, Idahoj 232 
RR ree eer ee 248 
ON er 75 
ce. ee. DE, BOE. COD. vce ccwcicenasve ses e ses 180 
Portland, Ore., to Boise, Idahof 

Portland, Ore., to Idaho Falls, Idahot 

, COO., GE Vee PORE, WU oo cen bes Se ccecesconceenss 


Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 








2 


130 77 77 

197 116 116 

211 124 124 
64 38 38 

153 90 90 

170 100 100 

213 125 125 
94 56 


*North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 65-E, I. C. C. No. 565. 


+Union Pacific Tariff No. 6045-E, I. C. C. No. 4739. 


tNorth Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 3-D, I. C. C. No. 442. 


railroads, some of which have been absorbed into the larger 
systems. These railroads connect the important interior or 
northern Intermountain Territory cities, such as Butte, Helena, 
Great Falls, and Missoula, Montana; Coeur d’Alene, Lewiston, 
Idaho Falls, Pocatello and Boise, Idaho; Spokane, Walla 
Walla, Pasco, Yakima, and Ellensburg, Washington; Pendleton, 
The Dalles, and Klamath Falls, Oregon, with the north Pacific 
ports and cities near the coast, including Seattle, Tacoma, 
Olympia, and Kelso, Washington; Portland, Astoria, Salem, 
and Eugene, Oregon. 

These railroads, with their total mileage some of which is 
outside the Pacific Northwest include: Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific R. R., 10,954 miles; Great Northern Ry., 





Territory, though general rate investigations have affected, to 
some extent, the adjustment of freight rates within or to or 
from points in parts of the territory. The adjustment of rates 
to and from points in Montana is affected by the orders of the 
Commission in the western trunk line class rates case and 
supplemental reports, particularly the sixth supplemental 
report.’ In 1938, in Great Falls Traffic Assn. et al. vs. C. B. & 
Q. Ry. Co., et al., the Commission found unreasonable class 
rates on all-rail traffic from Western Trunk Line Territory, 
Illinois Territory, and Eastern Territory east of Illinois Terri- 
tory, to eastern and central Montana, and ordered that these 
parts be treated as Zone III and Zone IV of Western Trunk Line 
Territory, respectively. Maximum reasonable-single-factor rates 


Table No. 4 


REPRESENTATIVE PACIFIC COAST CLASS RATES—NORTH AND SOUTH COAST TERRITORIES 
Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds—Western Classification 


From and To 1 


San Francisco, Calif., to Seattle, Wash.*...........csccccse0s 126 
Lon Ameetes, Cart., to Seattle, Wash ,*.........csvescccessessess TD 
pan Francisco, Callf., to Portland, O7e.*.......cscosccccccece 107 
Los Angeles, Calif., to Portland, Ore.*.........ccccccccssccess 157 


1 
Sacramento, Calif., to San Francisco, Calif.7....Proportionals f —* 
San Francisco, Calif., to Seattle, Wash.*........ Proportionals | j5q3, 


1 
Sacramento, Calif., to San Francisco, Calif.*....Proportionals wo 
San Francisco, Calif., to Portland, Ore.{........ Proportionals 


*Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau, Tariff No. 1-S, I. C. C. No. 1352. 
tIbid, 255-B, I. C. C. No. 1380. 


13544 


8,072 miles; Northern Pacific Ry., 6,721 miles; Spokane Inter- 
national Ry., (Canadian Pacific), 164 miles, and the leased 
roads of the Union Pacific System, including the Oregon-Wash- 
ington Railroad and Navigation Company, the Orgeon Short 
Line, and the Des Chutes Railroad, the mileage of which is 
included in the 9,908 miles of the Union Pacific System assigned 
to the Central Western Region. 

Railroads serving the Pacific Northwest are members of 
the North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau with headquarters in 
Seattle, Washington. 


State Rates 


Intrastate rates applicable between points in Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho, Montana, and northern California have been 
established on the scales, prescribed from time to time by 
the respective state regulatory bodies. These scales of class 





Classes 
2 3 5 


111 62 
150 87 
93 80 55 
131 79 
25% 23 17 
111 92 62 


136% 79 
25% 23 17 
93 80 55 


118% 103 72 





were prescribed.‘ On reargument and reconsideration in this 
case in 1939, the findings in the prior decision were affirmed 
except that the entire area in Montana was treated as Zone IV, 
Western Trunk Line Territory, instead of as Zones III and IV.’ 

Rates to and from western Montana are affected by the 


transcontinental freight rate, which will be discussed in a later 
article in this Series. 


Rates Between Pacific Ports and Interior Points 
A series of cases before the Commission have been con- 


$ (204 I. C. C. 595), 1934. 

4 (226 I. C. C. 466), 1938. 

5 (235 I. C. C. 458), 1939. 
cerned with the adjustment of rates between principal cities 
along the Pacific slope and interior cities and towns in Wash- 
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ington, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana. In 1910, in Portland C. 
of C. vs. O. R. and N. Co. et al., the Commission ordered a hori- 
zontal reduction in rates from Seattle and Tacoma, Washing- 
ton, and Portland, Oregon, to points in these four Pacific 
Northwest states of not less than 20 per cent.’ In order to 
adjust these rates with due regard to the carriers’ revenues, the 
Commission ordered the carriers to keep a three months account 
of revenue accruing under the existing and reduced rates. Sub- 
sequently, in 1911, the Commission reaffirmed its conclusion that 
the rates under attack were unreasonable and ordered the 
reduction of rates from Seattle, Tacoma and Portland, to the 
scale of rates shown in Table No. 1. The Commission, in this 
decision, said it expected the carriers to establish rates to 
intermediate points and to points in excess of 700 miles in 
conformity with those prescribed for 100 mile intervals up to 
and including 700 miles." 

In fixing rates on this scale based on distance, the so-called 
Portland Distributing Scale, the Commission made this inter- 
esting observation: 


It is not to be inferred that the Commission is of opinion that dis- 
tance is in all cases the controlling factor in rate-making, or that there 
are not many other matters which may properly influence particular 
rates. But in the present instance there seems to be reason why the 
eastbound distributing rates from Portland, Seattle and Tacoma shculd 
not be constructed on a mileage basis, and an order of this nature will 
no doubt result in a more satisfactory adjustment than the establish- 
ment of particular rates to representative points.® 


Subsequently, Washington and Oregon prescribed state 
distribution class rate scales in conformity with the interstate 
class rates. Corresponding scales were established by the 
carriers in Montana and Idaho. 

A further extension of class rate scales in this territory 
was made in 1922, when the Commission, in Klamath County 
Chamber of Commerce vs. Southern Pacific Co. et al., found 
the existing class rates from Portland, Klamath Falls, and 
Medford, Oregon, to points in southern Oregon and northern 
California unreasonable as compared with rates to the same 
destinations from points in California, such as San Francisco, 
Oakland, Sacramento, Stockton and Marysville. The Commis- 
sion found in this case that class rates from the points in Ore- 
gon mentioned to points in northern California on the main 
line of the Southern Pacific Company, Red Bluff, California, 
and north were unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 
a scale of rates prescribed in the order.’ The rates prescribed 
were subject to a general horizontal reduction in rates of 10 
per cent prescribed by the Commission. 

The scale of class rates prescribed by the Commission in 
this case began with a rate of 44 cents a hundred pounds first 
class for distances up to 40 miles. The rates for classes lower 
than first class were: second class 37.5 cents; third class 31.5 
cents; fourth class 27 cents; fifth class 22 cents. Rates for 
classes A to E inclusive were based on the following percentages 
of the first class rates: A, 50%; B, 40%; C, 30%; D, 25%; and 
E, 20%. The first five classes were not related to the first 
class rates by any fixed percentage relationship though Classes 
A to E, inclusive, were. 

Beyond 40 miles, the scale was graded upward by 10 mile 
blocks to 100 miles, and then by 20 mile blocks to 600 miles, 
Where the scale ran out. Rates for representative distance on 
this distance scale are shown in Table No. 2.” 


Branch Line Rates 


Class rates from Portland and other points in southern 
Oregon and from San Francisco, Oakland, Sacramento, Stock- 
ton, and Marysville, California, to points on the Klamath Falls 
Branch of the Southern Pacific were found unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded the rates prescribed to or from main- 
line points as shown in the representative rates shown in Table 
No, 2, plus the following scale of branch-line arbitraries: 


Classes— Branch Line Arbitraries 
Western Classification in Cents Per 100 Pounds 





For local application between points on the Klamath Falls 


*(19 I. C. C. 285), 1910. 

(21 I. C. C. 640), 1911. 

*(21 I. C. C. 640, 643), 1911. 

*(74 I. C. C. 207), 1922. 
*Tbid, p. 219. 


429 


Branch of the Southern Pacific, class rates were ordered estab- 
lished on a basis of not more than 10 per cent of the main-line 
distance rates, as shown in Table No. 2. Rates for distances less 
than 40 miles were graded so as to produce rates of 37.5 cents 
at 25 miles and 30 cents at 10 miles. 

The Commission found that intrastate class rates from 
California jobbing centers—the so-called California jobbing 
rates—were lower to northern California points in the territory 
in which California and Oregon jobbers competed than the inter- 
state class rates prescribed from the Oregon jobbing centers. 
No differences in circumstances were found to justify the dis- 
parities. The undue prejudice to Oregon points, undue preter- 
ence of California points, and unjust discrimination against 
interstate commerce were ordered removed by publishing intra- 
state class rates from the California jobbing centers to points 
in the competitive destination territory, to be not lower, distance 
considered, than the interstate rates from Portland and the 
other Oregon jobbing centers to the same destinations.” $ 

In Idaho ex rel. P. U. C. of Idaho vs. O. S. L. R. R. et ai., 
the Commission in 1920 found that the class rates from Port- 
land, Oregon, to destinations in Idaho on the Oregon Short Line 
were unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded the scale 
of class rates prescribed by the Commission as the Arizona 
scale discussed in Article 26, applied to the shortest possible 
distances.” 

In subsequent cases before the Commission in Docket 20415, 
the Commission ordered rates between points in Idaho on the 
Oregon Short Line north and west of Pocatello and points in 
California established on the basis of the modified Arizona 
class rate scale prescribed by the Commission in Arizona Cor- 
poration Commission vs. A. E. R. Co.” This scale of rates was 
ordered applied on the Idaho-California traffic via the shortest 
possible distances, except that, for the actual distances over the 
Rogerson-Wells cut off, a constructive mileage of 150 per cent 
of the actual mileage was authorized. The scale was projected 
at the same rate of progression as used for distances from 600 

to 800 miles for hauls exceeding 800 miles. Provision was made 
for grouping rates to and from certain of the points affected.” 
The modified Arizona scale started with a rate of 25 cents a 
hundred pounds first class for ten miles or less. It was graded 
upward by 10 mile blocks to 100 miles where the rate was 70 
cents; by 20 mile blocks up to 1,000 miles where the rate was 
$3.03; and by 25 mile blocks up to 1,500 miles, where the rate 
was $3.88. A few representative rates in North Pacific Coast 
Territory are shown in Table No. 3. 


Rates Between North and South Pacific Coast Territories 


Class and commodity rates between North Pacific Coast 
Territory, on the one hand, and Pacific Coast Territory, on the 
other, are and have been for many years constructed on lower 
bases mile-for-mile than rates between the points within the 
interior of the territory, due to the presence of strong coast- 
wise water competition. In 1927, in Pacific Coast Fourth Section 
Applications, the Commission granted the rail carriers permis- 
sion to establish or to continue in effect class and commodity 
rates between California ports, such as San Francisco, and 
points in Washington, Oregon and Idaho, on bases lower than 
the standard distance scales, and granted relief so that the car- 
riers could maintain the higher scales of class rates at interme- 
diate points where water competition was not effective.” The 
rail carriers have consistently competed with water carriers not 
only for port-to-port traffic, but for traffic originating at or des- 
tined to interior points. This has resulted in relatively low rates 
between the ports along the Pacific Ocean and its tributaries 
and higher rates to and from interior points. Scales of propor- 
tional rates have also been established applicable to traffic 
originating at or destined to points beyond the ports to facili- 
tate combination rates to meet water competition. 

In the rapid development of motor transportation inter- 
carrier competition has tended to spread so that at present. 
throughout Pacific Territory “water-compelled” or “motor-com- 
pelled” rail rates are found either on lower class rate scales, 
special all-freight or any commodity rates, or separate scales 
of rates applicable to commodities in various quantities between 
less-than-carload and carload lots, such as lots of less than 
4,000 pounds, 4,000 to less than 10,000 pounds, 10,000 to less 
than 20,000 pounds, and 20,000 pounds or more. 

Some representative class rates between important points 
on the Pacific Coast are shown in Table No. 4. 

Similarly, special competitive rates are made upon many 
commodities moving in volume between North and South Pacific 
Territories upon bases lower than the general level of the com- 


11 (74 I. C. C. 207, 220), 1922. 
2 (146 168), 1928. 
18 (113 52), 1926; and (142 I. C. C. 61), 1928. 


ze Cz 
A; €.-€, 
4 (157 I. C. C. 501), 1930; and (171 I. C. C. 763), 1931. 
I. C. C, 3), 1927. 
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modity rates in order to meet water or motor competition. These 
commodities include: grain, fruits and vegetables, lumber. 
canned goods, iron and steel articles, beverages, floor coverings, 
chemical products, paper and paper products, paints and var- 
nishes, cement, printing ink, machinery, sugar, wire products, 
dairy products, linseed oil, hides, building materials, soap, and 
many other commodities, too numerous and varied to be listed. 


North Pacific Coast Tariffs. 


Agency tariffs naming class and commodity rates and ex- 
ceptions to the Western Classification applicable within North 
Pacific Coast Territory are published by Agent W. J. Bohon, 
of the North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Territory. Individual 
carrier issues also contain class and commodity rates and some 
exceptions. Interterritorial rates between the South Pacific 
Territories are published by Agent J. P. Haynes of the Pacific 
Coast Freight. Many rates are published in the local and joint 
tariffs of the individual rail carriers. 

The transcontinental rates between North Pacific Coast 
Territory and the rest of the United States and the tariffs 
publishing these rates will be discussed in a later Article. 


In Traffic Lesson No. 21, May 24, 1941, page 1342, second 
column, under the caption, “Classification Interterritorial Appli- 
cation,” the statement was made that “rates between Western 
Trunk Line Territory and Eastern Territory are governed by 
the Western Classification, both eastbound and westbound, with 
the exception of the rates to and from points in southern Wis- 
consin in Illinois Freight Association Territory or Illinois Ter- 
ritory, and in extended Zone C, which are governed by the 
Official Classification, for reasons that will be discussed later.” 
This statement should be qualified in order to reconcile it with 
cases in which the Official Classification is used in instances 
other than those stated above. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, in prescribing the classification to be applied in joint 
through rates between Western Trunk Line-Eastern Territory 
has held: 


Generally, as to the Classification governing, the Western be pre- 
scribed intraterritorially within Western Trunk Line Territory and to 
and from Zone IV; that interterritorially the Classification applicable 
in destination territory, either Western or Official, be prescribed ex- 
cept that to and from the Northwest the Official, and to and from 
Illinois Territory the Western be prescribed in both directions, and 
that specified Classification exceptions be applied in connection there- 
with (204 I. C. C. 595, 596), 1934. 





July Export Traffic 


Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at At- 
lantic, Gulf and Pacific ports in July this year totaled 54,982 
cars, according to reports compiled by the Manager of Port 
Traffic and made public by the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was the highest number of cars unloaded in any 
one month since the association began compiling statistics in 
November, 1939. In July, 1940, there were 49,781 cars unloaded. 

“Cars of grain for export unloaded in July this year at 
these ports totaled 6,273 compared with 2,260 in the same 
month last year,” said the A. A. R. 

“No congestion or delay to traffic exists at any of the 
Atlantic, Gulf or Pacific ports, due to the cooperation of steam- 
ship lines, port authorities, exporters and shippers. 

“Notwithstanding the heavy movement of export traffic 
through the north Atlantic ports, there is ample railroad stor- 
age facilities at all ports.” 

Continuing, it said: 


At the Port of New York the number of cars unloaded for lighterage 
in July, 1941, averaged 1,085 daily. This was the third consecutive 
month in which unloadings exceeded 1,000 cars daily. In July, 1940, 
average unloading of cars for lighterage was 876 daily. 

Eastbound freight, of which approximately 88.3 per cent was for 
export, lightered at New York in July, 1941, totaled 830,603 tons, com- 
pared with 724,864 tons in the preceding month and 658,007 tons, in 
July, 1940. This was an increase of 14.6 per cent compared with June, 
1941 and an increase of 26.2 per cent compared with July last year. 
This was the heaviest eastbound tonnage handled in any one month 
since the Association began compiling statistics in November, 1939, 
exceeding the previous high handled during June, 1941, by approximately 
106,000 tons. 

Westbound lighterage tonnage most of which is import traffic, in 
July, 1941, totaled 244,004 tons compared with 254,410 tons in the 
preceding month, and 127,126 tons in July, 1940. This was a decrease 
of 4.1 per cent compared with June, 1941, and an increase of 91.9 per 
cent compared with July last year. 

Eastbound and westbound lighterage tonnage combined handled 
in July, totaled 1,074,607 tons, exceeding the 1,000,000 mark for the first 
—_ since the association began compiling its statistics in November, 


Other Ports 
Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Boston in 


July, totaled 847, compured with 966 in July last year, or a decrease 
of 12 per cent. There was an increase of 115 per cent in the number 
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of cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, com. 
pared with July last year. 

At Philadelphia, 3,590 cars of export freight, other than grain, wer. 
unloaded in July, compared with 3,467 last year, or an increase o 
4 per cent. There was an increase of 22 per cent in the number of car; 
of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, compare 
with July last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Baltimore jp 
June, totaled 3,408 compared with 4,037 in July last year, or a decrease 
of 16 per cent. 

At Hampton Roads, 2,090 cars of export freight, other than grain, 
were unloaded in July, compared with 2,200 last year, or a decrease 
of 5 per cent. 

Notwithstanding the heavy movement of export traffic through the 
North Atlantic ports, there is ample rail storage facilities at all of 
the ports. 

Cars of export freight other than grain unloaded at Savannah 
totaled 1,432 compared with 730 in July last year or an increase of 
96 per cent. There was an increase of several hundred per cent in the 
number of cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the 
port compared with July last year. 

At Tampa 1,486 cars of export freight other than grain were un- 
loaded in July compared with 313 last year, or an increase of 375 
per cent. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Mobile 
totaled 1,114 compared with 1,685 in July last year, or a decrease of 
33 per cent. There was an increase of 105 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port com. 
pared with July last year. 

At New Orleans, 4,161 cars of export freight, other than grain, 
were unloaded in July, compared with 4,662 last year, or a decrease of 
11 per cent. There was an increase of 20 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic, unloaded at the ports, com- 
pared with July last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Galveston 
totaled 2,543 compared with 2,613 in July last year, or a decrease ot 
3 per cent. 

At Houston, 1,445 cars of export freight, other than grain, were 
unloaded in July, compared with 2,014 in the same month last year, 
or a decrease of 28 per cent. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Texas City 
totaled 367 cars compared with 1,173 in July last year, or a decrease 
of 69 per cent. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at San Francisco 
totaled 2,972 cars, compared with 1,749 in July last year, or an increase 
of 64 per cent. There was an increase of 48 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port com- 
pared with July last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at other ports 
in July this year, compared with the same month last year follow: 


1941 1940 

PORT JULY JULY 
SE ee ee ee ee Cy eee 162 341 
IEE oS 2 ba Wiese winins Widmer wie Daan w aie 98 135 
ia a ay le wk tb ep eS oi bie 40h ib ee 3 0 
CAS 6 aclacos tases ais ane Sorts sw hobs GOA mew SS we 112 108 
IR, as one le ara wip wid a WIS bah e Dib a AlRIO 2 4 
oS ch puree abe aie aha eNO 0 246 
tt wks WN bb aC ae SEEMS SN SEES 155 78 
I ss a igo wiki @ eee ae wi bret 288 252 
rs UN a aa ol Sais ne aie ain WU eo 5 4-40 Nw KOS 303 267 
He eee i eG MN ES a pm kena ee 27 25 
SER 55. backs uweb se abu'be dsewa ee wees eee 0 70 
I ae eg le Vig niga hh ww Aiple Oa a ema 36 228 
CS cn. Ls vb cea cw beheeed se kites saebseweaie 19 35 
Ns Unie Sa ww wb SN ares WES 484 328 
i rr Le asin ald Wel eee Sea 54 99 
ce eae cea baw cee es kbar eb eee 244 504 
oe Ce il sa ebm wee pike nn hie eaiSlow 254 0 
I i i cg Csr ds es mira ai bimini Kwae 546 347 
Ri Wet ae ain 215 431 
I ae ali 410 398 


i oc a sc sly ale inlet aca eee ew Wee 790 531 
eS | ee 


Grain 


At Portland, Maine, 88 cars of grain for export were unloaded in 
July, 1941, compared with none in July, 1940; at Boston none compared 
with 82; at New York 1,462 cars compared with 313; at Philadelphia 
728 cars compared with 358; at Baltimore 2,958 cars compared with 231; 
at Hampton Roads 125 compared with 222. 

The movement of grain through Gulf ports this year was 462 cals 
compared with 803 cars in July last year, and through Pacific ports this 
year, 450 cars compared with 251 cars in July last year. 


NEW CARGO TARIFFS 


Only a part of tariffs the Maritime Commission requested 
to be filed with it not later than August 15, to be effective 
September 1, when concurred in by the commission, based on 
the maximum time charter rates prescribed by the commis- 
sion July 30 (see Traffic World, Aug. 2, p. 291), had been 
received at the commission late this week. Most of the tariffs 
involved, it was pointed out, would cover services to forelg? 
ports. A small part of them, it was said. would apply to the 
so-called off-shore trades of the United States. Commission 
officials dealing with the matter said August 14 there would 
be nothing to be said until a check of the tariffs had been made. 
Some of the carriers, it was said, proposed a continuation of 
their present rates. 
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St. Lawrence Waterway 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Though the House rivers and harbors committee added a 
provision to the authorization voted by it for construction of 
the Florida ship canal across the upper part of the Florida 
peninsula, affording a passage for ships between the Atlantic 
Ocean and the Gulf of Mexico, for imposition of tolls by the 
President (see Traffic World, Aug. 9, p. 350) for use of that 
waterway, it did not add a similar provision to the authorization 
voted for construction of the St. Lawrence waterway and power 

oject. 

PS The question of imposing tolls on the St. Lawrence Canal 
was discussed in the hearings on the bill but was not formally 
presented to the committee for action in the executive session 
at which the project was approved, it was stated. Chairman 
Mansfield, of the committee, said Congress alone could not re- 
quire imposition of tolls because of the international character 
of the project. It was suggested that Canada and the United 
States could jointly provide for a system of tolls. 

Projects heretofore approved for inclusion in the river and 
harbor authorization bill are estimated to cost $281,872,000. The 
army engineer estimate on the cost to the United States of the 
St. Lawrence project is $285,056,515, of which the state of New 
York is to pay $93,000,000 for power phases of the project. The 
engineer estimate on the Florida ship canal project is $195,000,- 
000. The cost of. the projects as estimated by the engineers 
thus will run more than $750,000,000, and other projects are to 
be added before the bill is reported. 

Chairman Mansfield said the committee probably would 
report the rivers and harbors bill some time in September. 

“This will be the biggest pork barrel rivers and harbors 
bill in the history of Congress,” said Representative Beiter, of 
New York. 

Chairman Mansfield received a letter from Chairman 
Land, of the Maritime Commission, supporting the St. Law- 
rence project on the ground that its construction would open up 
Great Lakes shipbuilding yards for the construction of ocean- 
going ships and would benefit ocean-going transportation since 
direct access would be permitted to one of the most highly in- 
dustrialized and agriculturally prolific regions in the United 
States. 


War Bonuses for U. 8. Ship Crews 


Daniel S. Ring, director of the division of maritime per- 
sonnel of the Maritime Commission, presided at a conference 
in Washington August 12, the first of three conferences for de- 
termination of a proper national, uniform basis for payment 
of war bonuses to officers and crews of American merchant 
ships, under auspices of the Department of Labor and the 
Maritime Commission. 

In remarks as the conference began Edward Macauley, 
member of the commission, said it was not contemplated that a 
single rate for all of the various services, regardless of the 
destination of the vessels, should be put into effect, but rather 
that in each danger area the rates should be uniform regardless 
of the port of original departure. He said the agreement ar- 
rived at should remain in force except in one of the following 
events: (1) Declaration of war by or against the United States; 
(2) change of danger or combat zones proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent, or (3) abolition of all danger zones as might be antici- 
ig on the cessation of hostilities between the warring coun- 
Ties. 


“In either of the first two contingencies,” said Commissioner 
Macauley, “similar conferences shall be called by the Maritime 
Commission and the Department of Labor, to re-examine the 
question of war bonuses. If a basic formula for future action 
is Worked out, provision should be made to take care of the 
compensation to be paid in a new area on the same relative 


ae as is prescribed for existing areas under the general 
ormula.” 


Admiral Land, chairman of the commission, addressed the 
meeting briefly, saying the commission desired the good will 
and cooperation of all those attending. 

Representatives of ship operators at the meeting were: 
Frank J. Taylor, president, American Merchant Marine Insti- 
tute, New York City; E. A. Jimison, John E. Craig, Paul E. 
Warfield, B. G. Furey and W. G. Mullins, also of the American 
Merchant Marine Institute; J. D. Bryan, Pacific American Ship- 
Owners Association, San Francisco, Calif.; C. C. Pendleton, 
executive vice-president, Seas Shipping Co., Inc.; W. A. Higgins, 
Jr, operating manager, A. H. Bull Steamship Co., and M. J. 
Hanlon, Black Diamond Steamship Co., New York City. 

Licensed and registered officers were represented at the 
conference by William M. Kirby, Marine Engineers’ Beneficial 
Association, Norfolk, Va.; Captain Dennis McCarthy, third vice- 
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president, National Organization of Masters, Mates & Pilots 
of America; Captain John J. Scully, secretary-treasurer of Mas- 
ters, Mates & Pilots; Captain James J. Delaney, president of 
that organization; S. J. Hogan, president, National Marine En- 
gineers’ Beneficial Association, Washington, D. C.; Earnest Mc- 
Callim, assistant business manager, M. E. B. A. No. 5, of Balti- 
more, Md.; B. L. Todd, general secretary, United Licensed Offi- 
cers, New York City; A. M. Hemphill, national vice-president, 
Masters, Mates & Pilots, Galveston, Tex.; C. H. Hansen, secre- 
tary, Local No. 15, Masters, Mates & Pilots, New Orleans, La., 
E. W. Higginbotham, secretary, Local No. 4, Masters, Mates 
& Pilots, Mobile, Ala., and Captain C. F. May, national vice- 
president of Masters, Mates & Pilots and president of West 
Locai No. 90, San Francisco. 

The Department of Labor was represented by Commis- 
sioner Omer Hoskins, of the U. S. Conciliation Service, San 
Francisco, and Commissioners Bryce P. Holcombe and William 
C. Liller, of the Conciliation Service. Representing the Mari- 
time Commission were Mr. Ring, Edward J. Tracy and Philip 
F. King, division of maritime personnel. 

Other conferences were scheduled for Friday, August 15, 
and Tuesday, August 19, for radio operators and unlicensed 
crew personnel, respectively. 


CLEARANCE OF LAKE VESSELS 

The House has passed and sent to the Senate H. R. 5289, a 
bill to dispense with the requirement of clearance and entry 
for certain U. S. vessels on the Great Lakes which touch at 
Canadian ports for bunker fuel only. The law now requires 
that American vessels operating on the Great Lakes enter and 
clear at Canadian ports even when touching at those ports for 
domestic fuel only. The bill is intended to save the time that 
otherwise would be needed in making clearance and entrance. 


ACQUISITION OF FOREIGN SHIPS 


All the 39 Danish cargo ships, included in the 84 idle for- 
eign vessels in United States ports subjected to the ship requisi- 
tion act, have been taken over by the Maritime Commission, 
with the announcement of the acquisition, August 11, of the 
freighters Broholm, at New York, N. Y., and the Frode, at 
Norfolk, Va. 

Most of the Danish ships, which aggregate 140,271 gross 
tons, according to the commission, are in service, having been 
allocated by it to the army, navy or private operators for na- 
tional defense purposes. Of the 84 idle vessels, 51 have been 
taken over by the commission, including, other than the 39 
Danish vessels, one German, one Rumanian and 10 Italian. Five 
axis ships have been seized for violation of the espionage act 
of 1917 and forfeiture proceedings begun against them, says 
the commission, adding that, in addition, 14 axis vessels not 
taken by the commission have been seized and similar forfeiture 
proceedings have been instituted. It said that legal details were 
being considered further by it in connection with the status of 
the remaining foreign-flag vessels. 


SHIP CONSOLIDATION CHARGE 


The Commission refused to suspend revised Rule 3 of the 
United States Intercoastal Westbound Freight Tariff No. 1-C, 
effective August 15, the effect of which, according to a request 
for suspension by the Baltimore Association of Commerce, would 
be to apply a consolidation charge of 10 cents a hundred pounds 
on the great bulk of all canned goods traffic on which the 
charge was not assessed under the present rule (see Traffic 
World, Aug. 9, p. 345). 


SHIP CARGO PRIORITIES 


The Maritime Commission has announced the establish- 
ment, at a meeting in its offices, of an advisory committee for 
the handling of cargo priorities in the intercoastal steamship 
services ‘“‘to serve the best interest of national defense and to 
assure the movement at the proper time of commodities re- 
quired in the defense effort.” 

Government agencies in addition to the Maritime Commis- 
sion, which were represented at the meeting, according to the 
announcement, were the Army and Navy departments, the 
Office of Production Management, the Office for Emergency 
Management, the Office of Price Administration and Civilian 
Supply, the procurement division of the Treasury Department, 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the Department of 
Agriculture. The commission said each of these agencies 
would have a representative on the advisory committee. Harry 
S. Brown, chairman of the Intercoastal Steamship Freight As- 
sociation, represented that body at the meeting. 

The commission said that government agencies seeking 
priorities would clear through the shipping section of the 
priorities division of the Office of Production Management, 
which would coordinate the requests of the agencies, and that 
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after the requests were coordinated they would be admin- 
istered by the Maritime Commission, which recently appointed 
Roy G. Banks, with headquarters at New York, to handle 
priorities questions with the intercoastal carriers. 

“Shippers seeking priorities for cargo other than that in 
which some governmental agency has an interest will be re- 
quested to communicate with G. Lloyd Wilson of the Office of 
Price Administration and Civilian Supply, who will handle 
their requirements with the advisory committee,” said the 
commission. 

It added that the preliminary discussions indicated that 
the principal commodities involved were lumber eastbound, 
iron, steel and machinery westbound. 





MONEY FOR SHIPBUILDING 


The Senate committee on appropriations has reported the 
supplemental defense appropriations bill, H. R. 5412, carrying 
$1,698,650,000, in cash and contract authorizations for the addi- 
tional merchant shipbuilding program of the Maritime Com- 
mission. 

The Senate passed the bill carrying the appropriation and 
authorization as reported by the committee for the shipbuilding 
program. The amount was the same as provided by the House 
but changes made by the Senate require further action by the 
House. 


MERCHANT MARINE AND DEFENSE 


The House has adopted H. R. 281, directing its merchant 
marine committee to make investigation and study as to the 
progress of the national defense program in so far as it relates 
to the merchant marine with a view to determining whether 
such program is being carried forward expeditiously, efficiently, 
and economically. The House authorized an expenditure of not 
exceeding $25,000 for the investigation. 





PORT AUTHORITIES’ CONVENTION 


The executive committee of the American Association of 
Port Authorities has selected November 6, 7 and 8 as the 
dates for the association’s 1941 convention. It will be held 
either at Miami or Hollywood, Fla., with the Broward County 
port authorities, Fort Lauderdale, Port Everglades, and Miami, 
as hosts. The association’s annual golf tournament will be 
held November 9. 


TURBINES AND GEARS FOR SHIPS 


The Maritime Commission has announced it has expanded 
the facilities for the production of steam turbines and gears 
for merchant ships calling for the investment of $50,000,000. 
The facilities will be financed with RFC funds. 


WATER CARRIERS IN WASHINGTON 


Chester H. Sanders, president, Atlantic Coastwise & Inland 
Water Carriers Association, Inc., has announced the opening of 
offices in Washington, D. C., 710 Fourteenth St., N. W., under 
the management of Harry G. Williams, formerly chairman of 
the standing rate committee, Eastern Motor Freight Conference. 


SHIP BROKER CASE DISMISSED 


The Maritime Commission has dismissed the complaint in 
No. 593, American Union Transport, Inc., vs. “Italia” Societa 
Anonima Di Navigazione. Complainant, a New York state cor- 
poration engaged in business in New York City as a steamship 
broker and freight forwarder, the report said, “is a broker 
seeking reparation for brokerage and for alleged injury to its 
reputation as a broker, because of defendant carrier’s refusals 
to book shipments upon its requests.” It found duties of the 
defendant carrier under regulatory provisions of the shipping 
act, 1916, not owed to complainant broker, as such. Complain- 
ant alleged violations of the act by the defendant in connection 
with defendant’s refusals to make bookings at its request for 
certain shipments from ports in the United States to Fiume and 
Trieste, Italy, and payment by defendant of brokerage on such 
shipments to a broker in Europe. Reparation for injury of 
$13,493.99 was requested. 


CONCRETE BARGES 


Feasibility of building reinforced concrete barges for trans- 
portation of bulk commodities was discussed by about 40 cement 
concrete construction experts and contractors with officials of 
the Maritime Commission Aug. 8 (see Traffic World, Aug. 9). 
Shortage of shipbuilding steel may possibly force the building 
of such vessels, although no definite decision has been reached 
by the commission. 

It was the consensus of those present at the informal] dis- 
cussion of technical aspects of possible construction that such 
barges were practical. It was agreed that barges of about 
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6,000 to 8,000 deadweight tons were the best size to be built: 
that they be non-propelled; that it was possible to produce them 
in quantity by next summer, and that if the commission should 
a to award contracts, work could be started almost imme. 
iately. 

Many of those present related their experiences in building 
concrete ships in the last war and cited improvements in cop. 
struction technique since then. 


MORGAN LINE TARIFFS PROTEST 


The Commission has refused to suspend items in tariffs of 
Agents Doe, Peel, Dodge and Curlett showing the Southern 
Pacific Co. (Southern Pacific Steamship Lines “Morgan Lines”) 
as a participant. The tariffs were dated to become effective 
Aug. 12 and later. Gulf steamship lines asked the Commis. 
sion to issue an order suspending the items and striking from 
its files all rates, charges, rules and regulations contained 
in the tariffs for account of the Morgan Line (see Traffic 
World, Aug. 9, p. 351). 


M. C. CONTRACTS FOR COASTERS 

The Maritime Commission has approved negotiated con- 
tracts for the construction of 45 single-screw cargo vessels 
known as “coasters,” bids for which, opened July 15, had been 
rejected because of what the commission deemed “excessive and 
unreasonable prices.” 

The commission said the negotiated contracts were to be 
made with the following shipbuilding companies: 

Lake Superior Shipbuilding Co., Superior, Wis.; Leatham 
Smith Coal & Shipbuilding Co., Sturgeon Bay, Wis.; Odenbach 
Shipbuilding Corporation, Rochester, N. Y.; Basalt Rock Co, 
Inc., Napa, Calif., and Pacific Bridge Co., San Francisco, Calif. 

Each contract, the commission announced, was to be made 
on the basis of construction of nine ships at an average price of 
about $950,000 a vessel. It added that contracts with Lake 
Superior Shipbuilding Co., Leatham Smith Coal & Shipbuilding 
Co. and Pacific Bridge Co. were authorized on a cost-plus- 
minimum-fee basis, those with the other companies being on a 
lump-sum basis. The “coaster,” according to the commission, 
is a small freight ship of approximately 2,800 deadweight tons. 
It noted that bids submitted July 15 on a fixed price basis 
ranged from $1,324,000 a vessel upward to $1,443,000. 


CHARTERING OF DANISH SHIPS 


To replace British tonnage which has been diverted else- 
where, the Maritime Commission has authorized the charter- 
ing of three Danish cargo vessels to the Union Steamship Co. 
of New Zealand for operation under the Panamanian flag. 

Acquired under the provisions of the ship requisition act 
and originally allocated to the Oceanic Steamship Co. of San 
Francisco, the freighters Nordhval and Nordpol, now at Los 
Angeles, will be chartered for operation between Canada and 
Australasia, according to the commission. 

The commission authorized the taking over of the Nord- 
vest, now at Gray’s Harbor, Wash., and in assigning it to the 
Union Steamship Co. directed that the vessel proceed from 
Gray’s Harbor in ballast to Chile for a cargo of nitrate destined 
for Atlantic ports of the United States. 

The commission also announced that the West Gotomska, 
from the laid-up fleet, was now ready for service and would 
be chartered to the Mississippi Shipping Co. to carry coal from 
Mobile to the east coast of South America, then to return with 
strategic materials to North Atlantic ports. The West Gotom- 
ska is the tenth United States ship that the commission has 
recently allocated to move coal to South America. 


DEEPER LOADING FOR U. S. SHIPS 


President Roosevelt has issued a proclamation declaring 
suspended in the ports and waters of the United States, insofar 
as the United States is concerned, for the duration of the 
present emergency, the International Load Line Convention 
signed at London, England, July 5, 1930. Concurrently, Secre- 
tary of Commerce Jones announced amendment to the load 
line regulations, the result of which will permit a deeper load- 
ing of certain American cargo vessels on foreign voyages and 
thereby increase the carrying capacity of the American mer- 
chant fleet, thus ameliorating the “critical situation in world 
transportation.” 

The amended regulations, according to Secretary Jones, 
apply only to the U. S. merchant vessels, but extend a reciprocal 
treatment to vessels of other nations which may adopt com- 
parable rules as to their own vessels and which extend recip- 
rocal treatment to U. S. vessels. In effect, the amended rules 
will permit vessels which are in all respects structurally quali- 
fied to load to the tropical mark in the summer zone and t0 
the tropical fresh water mark in the tropical zone, which 
amounts to approximately 7% inches of extra draft in a modern 
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large cargo vessel. No change was made at this time, Mr. 
Jones said, with respect to vessels in the north Atlantic in the 
winter time. It was estimated that 700 vessels of the United 
States would be affected by the amended regulations. 

The Department of State in a statement announcing the 
issuance of the proclamation said “in view of the pressing need 
for tonnage in the trade between the United States and the 
other American Republics, particularly tanker facilities for pe- 
troleum products, the shortage in which has a direct bearing 
upon national and hemispheric defense, the Department of State 
has conferred with the American Republics that are parties to 
the convention, namely, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Cuba, Mexico, 
Panama, Peru and Uruguay, all of which countries have agreed 
to the suspension.” 


EXPRESS SALES CONFERENCE 


Nearly 150 members of the sales and solicitation forces of 
the Railway Express Agency from all over the country at- 
tended a sales conference, under the direction of K. N. Merritt, 
general sales manager of the agency, at the Stevens Hotel, Chi- 
cago, August 13, 14 and 15. 

Among the higher agency executives attending were A. L. 
Hammell, vice-president, central department, Chicago; C. R. 
Graham, vice-president, eastern department, New York; A. W. 
Hayes, vice-president, western department, San Francisco, and 
W. W. Owens, vice-president, southern department, Atlanta. 
The latter spoke on the second day of the meeting, in place of 
L. O. Head, president, who was unable to be present. N. P. 
Ballou, assistant to the president, attended as Mr. Head’s per- 
sonal representative. 

General agents, district sales managers and other exec- 
utives of the agency addressed the meeting on the first day. 
There were sales demonstrations on the morning of the second 
day. In the afternoon there was stress on air express, with the 
following airline executives as speakers: 


Harold Crary, vice-president, traffic and advertising, United Air 
Lines, Chicago, ‘‘Advertising Air Express’’; Frederick ‘Tupper, Jr., air 
publicity representative, New York, ‘‘Let’s Tell the World’’; W. A. 
Rogers, air express consultant, New York, ‘Selling Air Express with 
Window Displays’’; Robert K. Kinzel, assistant to the express traffic 
manager, Pan-American Airways, New York, ‘‘No Hay,’’ and Vice- 
President Hammell of the agency on ‘‘Wings for Defense.’’ 


The closing session, the morning of August 15, was de- 
voted to round table discussions of problems arising in the 
course of the conference. 


AIR EXPRESS SIX-MONTHS’ RECORD 


Air express on United States airlines set an all-time high 
for a half-year period in the first six months of 1941, according 
to figures compiled by the air express division of the Railway 
Express Agency. Shipments for the six months increased 28 
per cent, totaling 618,989 in number as compared with 482,619 
in the first six months of 1940; total weight was up to 4,620,077 
pounds, 47 per cent above the 3,135,658 of the first half of 1940, 
and the gross revenue was 4112 per cent higher this year than in 
the corresponding period of last. 

Figures for the month of June, 1941, also set new monthly 
records. Total weight was 907,681 pounds, 55% per cent over 
June, 1940; shipments totaled 102,851, or 29% per cent over the 
79,640 of last year, and the gross revenues were up 49 per cent. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 94920, Sub. 1, assigned August 8, Philadelphia, Pa., 
canceled. 

Hearing, MC 35468, Sub. 1, August 13, Newark, N. J., postponed 
to a date to be fixed. 
earings, MC 102084, August 16, Newark, N. J., postponed to a date 
0 be fixed. 

Hearing, |. & S. M. 1338, August 16, Harrisburg, Pa., canceled. 

Hearing in MC 67216, August 12, Boston, Mass., postponed to Sep- 
tember 2, Hotel Manger, Boston, Examiner Conlon. 

Hearing in Finance 13275, August 15, Kirksville, Mo., canceled. 

Hearing, fourth section ap. 19070, August 13, Washington, D. C., 
ery and reassigned September 4, at Washington, D. C., Examiner 
eseldine. 

Hearing MC 52768 Sub. 3, August 14, Cheyenne, Wyo., canceled. 

Hearing fourth section ap. 19098, August 14, Washington, D. C., 
ee and reassigned for September 8, Washington, D. C., Examiner 
alentine. : 
Hearing MC 102682 Sub. 1, August 15, Charlotte, N. C., Examiner 
eatin, postponed to August 29, Washington, D. C., Examiner Schu- 
ert, 


Hearing MC 101686, August 15, at Newark, N. J., canceled. 


_ The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, ete., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Questions and Answers 


* In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 

practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 


not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him in 
his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Rates—Shipments Exceeding Maximum Load Limits of States 


Florida.—Question: Considerable controversy has arisen 
from time to time among Florida carriers as to the proper 
minimum applicable to volume shipments, of an interstate na- 
ture. Rule 13-C, National Motor Freight Classification 5, MF-I. 
C. C. No. 9, reads as follows: 


Volume ratings shown in this classification do not apply in states 
where provisions of law so restrict load limits as to make the ap- 
plication of ratings not feasible or practical. In such states the carrier 
shall in rate tariffs provide its own rules for volume ratings so as to 
comply with such restrictive laws. 


The Florida law permits a gross load of 34,000 pounds on 
the highways, and with one type of equipment commonly used 
by common carriers (closed van type semi-trailers), the actual 
pay load is approximately 22,000 pounds. For intrastate move- 
ment the volume minimum has, been set by the Florida Railroad 
Commission at 18,000 pounds. 

The writer has been unable to locate in any of the tariffs 
published by the Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference (to 
which most of the common carriers operating in Florida, are 
members), any rules for volume ratings for interstate applica- 
tion. In connection with the controversy is the wording of Rule 
13-C of the National Classification wherein it states ‘where pro- 
visions of law so restrict load limits as to make the application 
of ratings not feasible or practical.’’ Is the load limit of one 
piece of equipment the governing factor in determining the 
volume minimum? As an example, let us say that the volume 
minimum of 40,000 pounds is published in the National Clas- 
sification on cement. In complying with the Florida laws, we 
would have approximately two truck loads, yet there is nothing 
about this volume minimum to be either not feasible or im- 
practical as the carrier delivering the shipment could quite 
easily arrange for both of the trucks to arrive at consignee’s 
warehouse simultaneously, equivalent to the arrival of a freight 
car by rail, of the same commodity. There are many other 
commodities which could be handled in precisely the same 
manner, although should the minimum on machinery be (for 
the sake of argument) 30,000 pounds, and a carrier was offered 
a shipment in which one piece weighed 26,000 pounds the 30,000 
pound minimum would neither be feasible or practical, for the 
shipment of 26,000 pounds consisting of only 1 piece would 
be greater than a carrier could legally handle. 

Can you enlighten me? 

Answer: This question, so far as we can determine, has 
not received the consideration of the Commission in a final 
decision, and, if as you state, there are no tariff provisions 
which reflect the provisions of Section (c) of Rule 13 of the 
National Motor Freight Classification, presumably motor car- 
riers engaged in such transportation are handling shipments ex- 
ceeding the weight limitations of certain states in the manner 
you suggest. 

Administrative Ruling No. 11 of the Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers seems to be somewhat in point. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 24 of Classification 


Arkansas.—Question: We recently made a shipment of 
asphalt in drums to Birmingham, Alabama. This shipment was 
loaded into two cars, the first meeting the requirements of 
minimum weight on asphalt which is 40,000 lbs., and the second 
car which carried the excess freight of 36,000 pounds. The 
second car, of course, would be termed as an overflow car and 
would be subject to Rule 24 of the Consolidated Freight Clas- 
sification. However, we failed to show on the bill of lading 
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that the second car was an overflow car, even though both 
cars were billed on the same bill of lading. Due to the fact that 
we made this slight error in the billing, the railroad contends 
that we should have shown the second car to be the trailer or 
overflow cars, even though the weight was less than the mini- 
mum. 

We shall appreciate your advice and your opinion as to the 
correct application involved herein. 

Answer: Rule 24 of the Consolidated Classification, in Sec- 
tion 1 thereof, provides that the shipment must be on one bill 
of lading. 

However, there is no requirement in Rule 24 that the bill 
of lading show that the second of the two cars is a follow lot 
or overflow car. 

In Section 6 of Rule 24, it is provided that freight in excess 
of full cars must be marked as required for L. C. L. Freight. 

With respect to a compliance with the provisions of Rule 
24, the commission in United Verde Extension Mining Co. vs. 
Director-General, 57 I. C. C. 483, said: 


It is testified for complainant that the first car was loaded to visible 
capacity, that the forwarding of the shipments under separate billing 
was due to oversight of the shipper, and that the rule was complied 
with in every other particular. Defendants concede that the second 
car was handled in the identical manner in which it would have been 
handled had the rule been fully complied with. Nevertheless, it is 
apparent that to grant the relief asked would be tantamount to the 
waiver of an essential requirement of the rule, as the shipper failed 
not only to comply with its literal requirements, but also failed to 
make cross reference to the separate shipments in the actual billing or 
to take any step which would indicate that all the commodities were 
offered as a single shipment. 

The law imposes upon shippers the duty of ascertaining the rates 
and conditions under which they ship, and noncompliance by a shipper 
with tariff rules affords no basis for a finding that the rate legally 
applicable is unreasonable or otherwise unlawful or for authorizing a 
waiver of their observance. Malony Tank Mfg. Co. vs. St. L. & S. 
F. R. R. Co, 42 I. C C. 605; Good-Hopkins Lumber Co. vs. G. N. Ry. 
me... cS Ge. 


See, also, Trinity Package Sales Co. vs. Texas & N. O. R. 
Co., 201 I. C. C. 773 (775). 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Exceptions to Rule 10 
of Classification to Shipment of Pipe 
and Contractors Outfit 


Pennsylvania.—Question: We would appreciate your inter- 
pretation of the following: 

We forwarded a shipment of iron and steel, pipe, pipe 
hangers, weighing 36,000 pounds and two crates and two boxes 
of contractors outfit from point “A” in Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory to point “B” in Southern territory. Carriers 
are requesting that the carload rate be assessed on the iron and 
steel and less carload on the contractors outfit, as they are 
claiming that Note 9, under Item 34755, applies on a mixed car- 
load and therefore the revised Rule 10 is not applicable on this 
portion of the shipment. 


We feel that Rule 10 is applicable, as the Classification 
publishes a rating on contractors outfits, and Note 9 is only 
used to identify what articles constitute an outfit. In other 
words, one article does not constitute a contractors outfit but 
must be a mixture of the several items mentioned; all in all it 
is a straight carload shipment of contractors outfits. 

Your views will be greatly appreciated. 

Answer: Section 1 of the Exception to Rule 10 of the Offi- 
cial Classification provides in part as follows: 


Except as otherwise provided, when a number of articles for which 
the same or different ratings or rates are provided when in straight 
carloads are shipped at one time by one consignor to one consignee and 
destination, in a carload (see Rule 14 of Official Classification), they 
will be charged at the actual or authorized weight and at the straight 
carload class or commodity rate (not mixed carload rate) applicable 
to each article, except as provided in Rule 12 and 45 of Official Classifica- 
tion. 


It will be observed that the rule only applies to articles 
for which straight carload ratings or rates are provided. 

In our opinion the rating on contractors outfits, as per Item 
34755 of the Consolidated Classification cannot be said to pro- 
vide for straight carload ratings on the commodities which 
comprise a contractors outfit, within the meaning of the provi- 
sions of Rule 10 or the exceptions thereto. 


Overcharge—Refund to Shipper 


Oklahoma.—Question: We are confronted with a problem 
concerning several legitimate overcharge claims and request 
your assistance in advising us the legal status. 

The overcharge claims cover various prepaid shipments to 
several consignees. Due to the fact that the claim is based 
on shipments which were improperly described, it became nec- 
essary for the claimant to furnish a certified copy of the in- 
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voice. The invoice clearly specified that the full transportatioy 
charges as originally assessed, were paid by the consignee, (A. 
the shipper did not send the original paid freight bill to th 
consignee, which is ordinary practice, the shipper is in posses. 
sion of same and demand that they (the shipper) be refundeg 

We desire information as to whether or not we can legally 
make proper refund to the shipper without first demanding ay 
assignment from the several consignees. 

Answer: Inasmuch as you state that the overcharge claim: 
cover various prepaid shipments, we understand freight charge; 
were actually paid by the shipper or consignor, to the carrier 
notwithstanding that you state they were paid by the consignee. 
Presumably you mean that the freight charges were borne by 
the consignee. ; 

If the freight charges were paid by the shipper to the car. 
rier, it is not necessary to get an assignment from the severa| 
consignees of the shipments, but may refund the overcharges ty 
the shipper. See the decision of the Commission in Schreiber 
Milling & Grain Co. vs. Chicago, G. W. R. Co., 213 I. C. C. 73] 
in which case the Commission said: . 


The fact that complainant paid the illegal charges assailed is not 
disputed, and it was the plain duty of defendant to refund the excess 
over the tariff basis to the one who paid such excess. The right to 
refund arose in contemplation of law the moment the overcharges were 
paid, and the party who paid them was entitled to reparation from that 
moment. American Smelting & Refining Co. vs. Director-General, 14 
rc. Cc. om. 


Demurrage—Shipments Consigned to Motor Carrier 


South Dakota.—Question: A consignor ships a carload of 
freight by rail from A to B consigned to a motor carrier for 
further transportation from B to C. In the event that the 
motor carrier does not complete the unloading and transporta- 
tion of the entire consignment within 48 hours after arrival 
and demurrage accrues on the car, in your opinion can the 
motor carrier consignee require the original consignor at A to 
pay the demurrage charges at B? Inasmuch as the motor car- 
rier was at fault in not completing the unloading of the car 
within the free time, is not the motor carrier responsible for 
the demurrage charges? Is there anything in the Motor Car- 
rier Act which would prevent the motor carrier from assuming 
those demurrage charges just the same as they assume the rent 
on any storage warehouse which they may require to store such 
freight in awaiting movement? 


Answer: A demurrage charge is primarily a charge against 
the consignor or consignee of a shipment for the use of anda 
penalty for the detention of a carrier’s cars beyond a reasonable 
time for loading, unloading or other purposes. 


As between common carriers, per diem charges are usually 
assessed for detention of cars, although in its decision in Bir- 
mingham Southern R. R. Co. vs. Director-General, 61 I. C. C 
551, the Commission, on page 554 said: 


Defendants argue that complainant must pay either demurrage 0! 
per diem, and that, as it had rejected the latter, the only course open 
was to assess the former. Complainant denies defendants’ authority to 
collect demurrage from it. While there is nothing inherent in demur- 
rage which precludes assessing it against an industrial common carrie! 
responsible for delay in car movement who has profited by the use of 
the foreign car, the assessment of demurrage under the uniform code 
against the Birmingham Southern, without allowance of additional free 
time to cover the period actually required for service performed by that 
road, is clearly unreasonable. 


We are not aware of any provision in the Act which spe 
cifically prohibits the practice of assessing demurrage against 
a motor carrier as consignee of a carload shipment, but the 
Commission might consider such a use of cars as unreasonable 
car service practice. 


Whether, under present conditions of car supply, the Com- 
mission would approve of the practice in question, is rather 
doubtful. 

We are unable to find any decision of the Commission in 
which the question has received consideration. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 24 of Classification 

New York.—Question: We ordered a 50-foot car to trans 
port a consignment of mixed merchandise from Milwaukee t0 
Newark. The origin carrier was unable to furnish a 50-fool 
car. In lieu thereof, they furnished two smaller cars, which 
were used. 


The first car contained 37,000 pounds of freight and the 
second car contained 28,000 pounds of freight, of which 10,00 
pounds were iron and steel articles subject to 40,000 pound 
minimum. 


Will you please advise if we are required to protect the 
minimum of 40,000 pounds in the lead car? : 

Answer: Section 1 of Rule 24 of the Consolidated Classif- 
cation provides, in part: 
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Each car, except car carrying excess, must be loaded as heavily 
as loading conditions will permit, and each car so loaded charged at 
actual or authorized estimated weight, subject to established minimum 
Cc. L. weight, and at Cc. L. rate of rating applicable. 


In its decision in Trinity Package Sales Co. vs. Texas & N. 
0. R. Co., 201 I. C. C. 773, the Commission states: 


Most of the cars used were 40 feet or over in length and with 
loading capacities of 80,000 pounds or over. The practice in loading the 
shipments was to place an equal amount in each car. Under the pro- 
yisions in section 3 it was necessary for complainant to load the first 
car as nearly as possible to the marked capacity of that car and to load 
the excess in the second car, the latter to be marked in the same manner 
as required for less-than-carload freight. The requirement of section 3 
is mandatory. Rule 24 was inapplicable to the shipments considered. 
It is apparent, therefore, that in the absence of a rule governing a 
situation as here presented each car must be considered as a ‘separate 
shipment. The applicable charges are those based on a minimum of 
99,000 pounds for each car, There are outstanding undercharges and 
overcharges. 


Unless the Rate item which publishes the rate applicable 
to the shipment provides for a sliding scale of minimum 
weights depending upon the size of car ordered, there was no 
obligation on the part of the carrier to furnish the size of car 
ordered, namely a fifty-foot car. Folly Town Co. vs. Erie 
R. R. Co., 120 I. C. C. 157. 

A flat minimum applies, regardless of the size of car fur- 
nished by the carrier. 

However, the Commission has held that it is the duty 
of a carrier to furnish cars of sufficient capacity to enable the 
shipper to load the minimum weight therein. See Portland 


' Flouring Mills Co. vs. Northern Pac. Ry. Co., 83 I. C. C. 366 


and cases cited therein. 

In the event the minimum weight is in excess of the amount 
which can ordinarily be loaded in cars furnished by the carrier 
the Commission has awarded reparation. Arvey Corporation 
vs. Erie R. R. Co., 222 I. C. C. 683; Folly Town Co. vs. Erie 
R. R. Co., 120 I. C. C. 157; R. W. Davis Co. vs. Minneapolis, 
Si. P. & S. S. M., 194 I. C. C. 355; Steel Furniture Co vs. 
Cincinnati, N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co., 156 I. C. C. 69, and Lewis 
Mfg. Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio R. Co., 151 I. C. C. 279. 


Reparation—Subsequently Reduced Rate 


New Jersey.—Question: Is a shipper entitled to repara- 
tion on shipments to a particular point, when the freight rate 
has been reduced, provided application is made within two 
years after shipments move ? 

We have a number of cases where, after making shipment, 
the carriers, when it was pointed out to them by us that the 
rate was On an improper basis, voluntalily reduced the rate 
at our request, but prior to the reduced rate being effective, 
the shipment has moved at the higher and presumably improper 
rate, and we are told by the carriers that we should appreciate 
that reduction is not sufficient cause for granting of reparation. 

Kindly advise us if we are entitled to reparation and, if so, 
State the proper procedure to secure consideration of request 
for reparation of excess freight. 

Answer: The Commission has held that the subsequent 
reduction of a rate over the route of movement, or the con- 
temporaneous maintenance of lower rates over other routes, 
does not warrant an award of reparation; that a mere showing 
that rates were subsequently reduced is insufficient to warrant 
a finding of unreasonableness. 

Ordinarily, there must be proof that the former rate was 
unreasonable, that is, proof in the form of rate comparisons 
and such other factors as go to prove the unreasonableness of 
a given rate. Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
a ir. ©. ©. £0: Pierce vs.. PF: & L. EB. R. RK. Co., 2 LC. 


1. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 

_Haroid Bickford, of Villisca, Ia., Bernard R. Cohn, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., H. David Epstein of Staten Island, N. Y., 
Solomon Silas Isquith, of Long Beach, Calif., Eugene Field 
Mathis, of Lubbock, Tex., Arthur L. Mulling, of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., Thomas W. Sheridan, of Balboa, Canal Zone, Clifford M. 
Toohy, of Detroit, Mich., James Miller Tunnell, Jr., of George- 
town, Del., and Benjamin Zuckerman, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
Corge Samuel Alberts, Boston, Mass.; John G. Baker, 
Orlando, Fla.; Lloyd Sterling Bardach, Springfield, Mass.; 
Charles S. Bolster, Boston, Mass.; Jacob Brenner, New 
York, N. Y.; Alonzo D. Camp, Little Rock, Ark.; Robert 
Harry Chase, Erie, Pa.; Joseph Harvey Cummins, Denver, 
Colo.; George W. Curran, St. Louis, Mo.; Clarence G. Cyprean- 
sen, Casper, Wyo.; Larry H. Dugan, Chicago, Ill.; Joseph Buell 
Ely, Boston, Mass.; Julian Clyde Franklin, High Point, N. C.; 
Leonard A. Gilles, Fargo, N. D.; Kneeland A. Godfrey, Mil- 
Waukee, Wis.; Samuel L. Greenebaum, Louisville, Ky.; Charles 
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J. Hepburn, Philadelphia, Pa.; Howard M. Immel, Topeka, 
Kan.; George M. Jaffin, New York, N. Y.; Henry Jerum, New 
York, N. Y.; Alvin M. Johnson, Hayward, Wis.; John William 
King, Columbus, O.; Henry Moore Leen, Boston, Mass.; Henry 
Levine, New York, N. Y.; David Levy, New York, N. Y.; 
E. Clay Lewis, Jr., Port St. Joe, Fla.; Milton Loewe, New 
York, N. Y.; Russell E. Lovell, Scottsbluff, Neb.; Edward 
Marcu, Philadelphia, Pa.; Isaiah Guyman Martin, Jr., New 
York, N. Y.; Gerard M. McAllister, New York, N. Y.; Herbert 
Irwin McDougle, Charlotte, N. C.; Charles P. Megan, Chicago, 
Ill.; Garnet Edward Miller, Asheboro, N. C.; James Osborne 
Moore, Charlotte, N. C.; Frank D. Morris, Binghamton, N. Y.; 
Frank W. Morton, Indianapolis, Ind.; Harold Franklin Nelson, 
Sioux City, Ia.; Irvin H. Nelson, Akron, O.; J. E. O’Dell, Jr., 
Bristol, Tenn.; Joseph O’Meara, Jr., Cincinnati, O.; Jacob Per- 
mut, Washington, D. C.; John M. Pillsbury, Atlantic High- 
lands, N. J.; Solomon J. Pokrass, Washington, D. C.; Harvey 
Howard Rand, Youngstown, O.; Sigun Rasmussen, Des Arc, 
Ark.; Edward F. Ronan, Binghamton, N. Y.; Herbert Richard 
Rothenberg, Keyport, N. J.; Arthur J. Ruland, Binghamton, 
N. Y.; Kenneth L. Sater, Columbus, O.; William A. Schlosser, 
Hoboken, N. J.; Joe Schreiber, Waycross, Ga.; Bernal Del- 
mar Seamster, Fayetteville, Ark.; Jacob Silvermintz, New 
York, N. Y.; Lewis P. Smith, Jr., Syracuse, N. Y.; George F. 
Smyth, Bridgeport, Conn.; Robert Glenn Snipes, Asheville, 
N. C.; Arthur Hertshel Snyder, Hutchinson, Kan.; Hugh A. 
Staley, Greenville, O.; Isaac Newton Phelps Stokes, II, New 
York, N. Y.; Robert Clark Stone, Frankfort, Ky.; Seymour 
Stone, New York, N. Y.; Walter Studt, St. Louis, Mo.; Chal- 
mer C. Taylor, Bloomington, Ill.; Daniel A. Weber, New York, 
N. Y.; Samuel R. Wells, Louisville, Ky.; Philip Benjamin 
Wershil, New York, N. Y.; Harry Zellman, New York, N. Y.; 
George J. Zimmerman, Chicago, Ill., have been admitted to 
practice before the Commission as well as the following of 
New York, N. Y.: 

Samuel L. Albarino, Samuel D. Antopol, Joseph Arcoleo, 
Bernard D. Atwood, Pearce Harry Edmonson Aul, Allan A. 
Baillie, Joseph A. Barrett, Norman M. Barron, Francis J. 
Barry, Stanley Bogart, Otis T. Bradley, Joseph M. Brush, 
Henry J. Buchman, E. Myron Bull, Solomon M. Chadabe, 
Roy William Chamberlain, A. V. Cherbonnier, Frederic Conger, 
Walter X. Connor, David L. Corbin, Francis Currie, Herbert 
J. DeVarco, Frank B. Devlin, Henry P. Elliott, Eli Ellis, James 
M. Estabrook, Earle Farwell, Harold A. Felix, Morris Douw 
Ferris, Harold Bolton Finn, John Franklin Fort, Melville J. 
France, John L. Galey, Kenneth Gardner, Renato C. Giallorenzi, 
Horace M. Gray, Morris L. Gussow, Kenneth B. Halstead, 
Leonard R. Hanower, Christopher E. Heckman, James H. 
Herbert, Harry G. Herman, Edgar C. Hinrichs, Walter T. 
Hughes, Jr., Vernon Sims Jones, James Wallace Kemp, William 
Potter Lage, Robert A. Lilly, Arthur O. Louis, Allan Barr 
Lutz, Harold Manheim, Frank C. Mason, Ben A. Matthews, 
Joseph Mayper, Frank J. McConnell, Daniel P. McDonald, 
G. Hunter Merritt, Rolf T. Michelsen, N. Philip Michlin, Ed- 
ward Godfrey Miller, Jr., John Henry Muller, Edwin S. Mur- 
phy, Robert P. Nash, Edward L. P. O’Connor, Adrian J. O’Kane, 
Charles Blackwell Manley O’Kelley, J. Ward O’Neill, William 
C, Otten, Roy T. Parker, Jr.. Raymond Parmer, Arthur J. 
Pasch, John C. Prizer, James Ragan Roberts, Arthur Leonard 
Ross, Frederick Rothe, E. Curtis Rouse, James W. Ryan, 
Stanley W. Schaefer, Cyrus W. Schambs, Louis Albert Se- 
franka, Davir Sklaire, Edward L. Smith, George C. Sprague, 
Herbert M. Statt, George C. Stern, Richard Sullivan, Delbert 
M. Tibbetts, Eugene Underwood, Francis S. Walker, Thomas 
H. Walker, Michael F. Whelan, Joseph W. Whelan, Burton H. 
White, Everett I. Willis, Carver W. Wolfe, Sidney A. Wolff, 
Stanley R. Wright, Charles E. Wythe. 


GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENT FATALITIES 

In the first six months of 1941, 880 persons lost their lives 
in accidents at highway-railroad grade crossings, according to 
the safety section of the Association of American Railroads. 

This was the greatest number of fatalities in the correspond- 
ing period in any year since 1931 when there were 921 fatalities. 

The total number of fatalities in the first six months of 
1941 was an increase of four compared with the same period 
of en and an increase of 200 compared with the same period 
in ’ 

Persons injured in highway-railroad grade grossing acci- 
dents in the first six months of 1941 totaled 2,213, an increase 
of 36 compared with the same period in 1940 and an increase of 
367 compared with the same period in 1939. 





You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
























































Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THe TRaFric Wortp goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor THe Trarric WoRLD. 





The nominating committee of the Women’s Traffic and 
Transportation Club of New Orleans has submitted the fol- 
lowing for office, the election to be held at the September 
meeting: For president, Violet Weitzel and Marietta Meunier; 
first vice-president, Ruth Nutter and Winifred Talley; second 
vice-president, Miriam Brown and Beatrice Arthus; recording 
secretary, Ruth Murphy and Florence Magill; corresponding 
secretary, Gladys Jeunesse and Nina Speziale; financial secre- 
tary, Ira Luchessi and Esther Barrios; treasurer, Rose Ban- 
non and Jeanne Barbazon; parliamentarian, Cathering Cormier 
and Mary Snow; members of the board of directors, Loretta 
Anseman, Florence Hecker, Ardath Schmalzrid, Amelia Bagala, 
Martha Huff and Justin Zeairs. Amye Middleton is chairman 
of the nominating committee. The club will hold a watermelon 
party August 27, under the direction of its entertainment com- 
m:ttee, Amelia Bagala, chairman. 





Mattie S. Tomlinson, new president 
of the Women’s Traffic Club of Greater 
New York, has been connected with the 
warehousing business for twenty years. 
She was born and educated in Phila- 
delphia and began her business career 
with a warehouse in that city. Shortly 
thereafter, she moved to New York 
and has since held various positions in 
the warehousing industry in that area. 
Shortly before her election to the presi- 
dency of the New York Women’s Traf- 
fic Club, she took a position with the 
Lincoln Warehouse Corporation, New 
York agents of the Aero Mayflower 
Transit Company. She is a charter 
member of her club and has been active 
in its affairs since its organization. She 
has been vice-president and treasurer 





of the club. 


The bowling committee of the Traffic Club of Denver held 
a meeting August 15 to prepare for the coming season, which 
will open September 5. F. R. Russell is president, and Roy 
Watson secretary of the bowling league. 


The final golf outing of the season of the Junior Traffic 
Club of Chicago has been designated boss’s day. It will be held 
at the Calumet Country Club August 20. Dinner will be served 
and there will be a floor show. A. H. Corwin is chairman of 
the club’s golf committee in charge. 





The Traffic Club of St. Joseph, Mo., will hold a golf tour- 
nament at the St. Joseph Country Club September 9. 





The Traffic Club of Tulsa will sponsor a full four-year 
course in traffic administration at the downtown college of 
the University of Tulsa beginning with the fall, 1941, semester. 
The course will include classes in the principles and economics 
of transportation, freight rates and tariffs, transportation law, 
traffic management and allied subjects. Credits will be 
awarded toward a university degree. Those who complete the 
course will receive a certificate from the Traffic Club of 
Tulsa. The club and R. H. Owens, Cardwell Westinghouse 
Company, its president, will each sponsor a scholarship for the 
course. Classes will begin September 22. 

The Milwaukee Traffic Club will have a baseball night 
August 19. Dinner will be served at the Ernst Cafe, with 
Charlie Grimm, manager of the Milwaukee American Associa- 
tion baseball team, as speaker. Afterwards, members of the 
club will attend a night game between Milwaukee and Toledo. 

The Omaha Traffic Club will be host at the annual Mis- 
scuri Valley Traffic Club golf tournament at the Happy Hollow 
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Club, Omaha, August 22. Golfers from the traffic clubs a 
Kansas City, Des Moines, Sioux City, Lincoln and Omaha yj] 
participate. Dinner will be served. Registration for the club's 
transportation courses, to be held at Technical High Schoo} 
will be held September 8. There will be elementary and ad. 
vanced classes and a class in interstate commerce law, 





The Traffic Club of New York will hold a golf outing at 
Knollwood Country Club, White Plains, N. Y., August 21. Play 
will be for the Robert A. Cooke, presidents’, board of goy. 
ernors’, J. E. D’Alton and E. J. Barber trophies. J. F. Adamo 
is chairman of the golf committee. 





Thomas Jefferson Twentyman, authority on advertising, 
spoke on “Advertising Your Business” at a luncheon meeting 
of the Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club at the 
Thomas Jefferson Hotel August 14. V. W. Jackson and W. ¢c 
Mattison were in charge. 


The bowling league of the Motor City Traffic Club of 
Detroit will begin its 1941-1942 season September 18. 


At a dinner meeting of the Pacific Traffic Association of 
San Francisco, at the Palace Hotel August 12, there was a quiz 
contest between teams representing the association and the 
Oakland Traffic Club. The association’s Tuesday Traffic Forum 
had for its speaker, on that day, Clyde S. Cook, orator, on 
“Why Men Don’t Work.” 





The Transportation Club of St. Paul will hold its annual 
golf tournament and its opening fall meeting at the Hillcrest 
Golf Course September 16. Play will be for the club champion- 
ship. George Nourse is chairman of the golf committee. 


Members of the Bridgeport Traffic Association have been 
invited to attend a meeting at the Junior College of Connecticut 
August 25 to discuss a course in traffic and transportation under 
consideration by the college. The proposed course would be in 
addition to the regular college courses in the economics of 
transportation and in operation and management. 

The last of the season’s monthly golf outings of the Trans- 
portation Club of Buffalo will be ladies’ day. It will be held 
at the Meadowbrook Golf and Country Club August 19, under 
the chairmanship of W. H. Lincoln. In addition to golf, there 
will be cards and dancing. Dinner will be served. There will 
be favors for the ladies, game prizes and door prizes. On 
August 24, the club will hold a family party on a cruise aboard 
the Steamship Greater Buffalo. There will be dancing and a 
floor show. Henry L. Schneider is general chairman of the 
committees in charge. Playoffs for the club golf championsh‘p 
will be held the morning of September 9 at the Lancaster Golf 
and Country Club. In the afternoon there will be a stag outing 
and clam bake at Kudara Grove, Hamburg, N. Y. Raymond 
E. Naber is chairman in charge of these events. 





The Kanawha Valley Transportation Club, Charleston, W. 
Va., will hold its fall outing at the Kanawha Country Club 
September 11. 

The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold a golf outing at the 
Meadowbrook Country Club August 19. Semi-finals in the 
club’s championship competition will be played. 











For Your Traffic Library 


These manuals cover many phases of traffic management, 
both fundamentals and technical aspects. They are writ- 
ten by recognized authorities and should be read and 
kept for handy reference by every traffic man. 


Industrial Traffic Management (Two Volumes) 
Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic 
Air Transportation 
Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation 
Principles of Water Transportation 
Principles of Freight Traffic 
Public Warehouses in Distribution 
Selling Railroad Transportation 
Selling Highway Freight Transportation 
Traffic Law 


Complete Set of Above Booklets—$3.60 Postage Prepaid 
Please send remittance with order 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
418 SOUTH MARKET STREET CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
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Docket of the Commission 


ee LL a a eS ee 


NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THz TraFFIc WoRLD, New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


August 18—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Conlon: 

MC 45023, Sub. 2—Nixon Transportation Co., Boston, Mass., certifi- 

cate. 
August 18—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Bryan: 

mC 59195—New England Carrier Corp., Paterson, N. J., certificate 

or permit. 

MC 1989—Public Auto Delivery, Inc., Paterson, N. J., certificate or 

permit. 

August 18—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 197: 

MC 102581—W. K. McKethen, Riverton, Wyo., certificate. 


August 18—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 102747—Keiser Transportation Co., Casper, Wyo., certificate. 

August 18—Columbus, O.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 3690, Sub. 5—Leslie J. Strawn, Dover, O., permit to extend opera- 

tions. 

August 18—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
|. & S. M-1677—Canned goods, Pa. points to Washington, D. C. and 
Md. points. 


August 18—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 3261, Sub. 3—Kramer Bros. Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., 
certificate to extend operations. 
mc 102459—Brandt Brothers Coal & Trucking Co., York, Pa., permit. 


August 18—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
MC 102605—S. & K. Transportation Co., Newark, N. J., certificate. 


August 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
1. & S. M-1556—Rates and rules—Barbour Transportation Co., Ine. 
MC 61280, Sub. 1—Barbour Transportation Co., Oklahoma City, 

Okla., certificate to extend operations. 


August 18—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 102167—Henry T. Galusha, St. Helena, Calif., certificate. 
MC 24211, Sub. 1—J. Lepkey, Ripon, Calif., certificate to extend op- 
erations. 
August 18—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 224, Sub. 6—North Coast Transportation Co., Seattle, 
certificate to extend operations. 
August 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Baker: 
MC F-1612—Associated Transport, Inc., control and consolidation, 
Arrow Carrier Corp. et al. 
MC F-1613—Associated Transport, Inc., issuance of securities. 


August 19—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Conlon: 
MC 102446—Car Transport Co., Boston, Mass. 


August 19—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 44 and 197: 
MC 42076, Sub. 1—L. H. Otte, Lander, Wyo., permit. 
* MC 102912—Otte Trucking, Lander, Wyo., certificate. 
August 19—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
MC 20263—Earl R. Good, Manheim, Pa. 
August 19—Newark, N. J.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Cosby: 
|. & S. M-1396—W. I. Green Sons, commodities between N. J. and 
Trunk Line territory. 
August 19—Newark, N. J.—Public Utilities—Examiner Cosby: 
* MC 43274—White’s Express & Transfer, Inc., Bloomfield, N. J. 
August 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 
|. & S. M-1728—Apples—Winchester, Va., to Pittsburgh, Pa. 
August 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Lyle: 
* Finance 13382—Application of Lehigh Valley for authority to acquire 
control of the state line and Sullivan Railroad by purchase of 
capital stock. 


August 20—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 123, 197 and 183: 
MC 3813, Sub. 2—J. V. Franklin, Cody, Wyo., certificate to extend 


Wash., 


operations. 

MC 59408, Sub. 1—G. D. Whitney, Billings, Mont., permit to extend 
operations. 

* MC 3813, Sub. 3—J. V. Franklin, Cody, Wyo., certificate to extend 
operations. 


August 20—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
MC 87546—Kramer’s Motor Service & Storage, York, Pa. 
August 20—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
MC 55789—National Trucking Co., Inc., South Kearny, N. J., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
August 20—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 59814, Sub. 15—Johnson Motor Lines, Fort Worth, Tex., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
August 20—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 100682—Norbert E. Stangler, Lodi, Calif. 


August 21—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
MG 101580—D. M. Stoltzful, Talmage, Pa. 
August 21—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny: 


ra* M-1354—Loving & Loving, commodities between Colo. and 
a. 


MC 75494, Sub, 1—Loving and Loving, Oklahoma City. 
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August 21—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 92317—Schnaubelt Trucking Co., Stockton, Calif., certificate. 


August 22—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Examiner Olentine: 
MC C-277—Petroleum and petroleum products between Ida., Mont., 
N. D. and Wyo. 
Il. & S. M-1553—Petroleum products, Wyo., to N. D. 
points. 
1. & S. M-1651—Petroleum products, Mont. to N. D. points. 
1. & S. M-1652—Petroleum and petroleum products to and from Mont., 
N. D., S. D. and Wyo. 
August 22—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Berny: 
MC 4920, Subs. 2 and 3—Red Ball Transfer & Storage, Sapulpa, Okla., 
certificate to extend operations. 


August 22—Portland, Me.—Federal Court Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 69: 
MC 102537—Rees & Steen, Portland, Me., permit. 


August 22—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 90716—The Dodd Warehouses, San Francisco, Calif., certificate. 


August 22—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Walsh: 
W-249—Rew Spatz, exemption section 303(e). 


August 23—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utilities—Examiner Parker: 
1. & S. M-1662—Building materials, etc., York, Pa., to Rocky Mount, 
N. C. 


August 23—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 62298, Sub. 1—R. Wertz, Lawton, Okla., permit to extend opera- 
tions. . 
1. & S. M-1741—Bagging, cotton and ties, to and from Okla. and Tex. 
points. 


August 23—Portland, Me.—Federal Court Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 114: 
MC 102555—P. G. Tarbox, Newfield, Me., permit. 


August 23—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 68629, Sub. 1—Thompson Bros., Inc., San Francisco, Calif., permit 
to extend operations. 


August 25—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
* MC 63517, Sub. 8—Petroleum Carrier Corp., Jacksonville, Fla., per- 
mit to extend operations. 


August 25—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 100307, Sub. 6—H. F. Johnson, Laurel, Mont., permit to extend 
operations. 


August 25—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
I. & S. M-1725—Apple products, etc., to and from Ohio, Pa., Va. 
and W. Va. points. 
1. & S. M-1733—Fruit products, Inwood, W. Va., to Va. points. 


August 25—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 74595, Sub. 5—T. E. Mercer Teaming and Trucking Contractor, 
Ft. Worth, Tex., certificate to extend operations. 


August 25—Portland, Me.—Federal Court Bldg.—Examiner Conlon: 
MC 41531, Sub. 1—G. W. Hamm, Portland, Me., certificate. 


August 25—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 440, Sub. 1—Petersen & Elder Freight Lines, Reno, Nev., cer- 
tificate to extend operations, 


August 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 

* Finance 13386—Application of Oregon Electric for authority to op- 
erate over Southern Pacific Co. tracks between Beaverton and 
Greenburg, Ore. 


August 26—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 123: 
MC 1897, Sub. 1—F. J. Keller, Powell, Wyo., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 1897—Fred J. Keller, Powell, Wyo., certificate or permit. 


August 26—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 19564, Sub. 8—L. C. Jones Trucking Co., Oklahoma City, Okla., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 68100, Sub. 2—D. P. Bonham Transfer, Bartlesville, Okla., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


August 26—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 102519—James Ewing Sampson, Greenville, Cal., certificate. 
* MC 102930—W. M. Bathrick, Reno, Nev., certificate. 


August 26—Salt Lake City, Utah—Hotel Utah—Examiner Walsh: 
Il. & S. 4887—Candy, Calif. to Ida. 


August 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Nye: 

* Finance 13393—Application of Unadilla Valley for authority to pur- 
chase New Berlin branch of N. Y. O. & W. and line owned by 
Wharton Valley, etc. 


August 27—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 123: 
MC 89716, Sub. 2—O. K. Transportation, Powell, Wyo., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 102320—Lovell Transfer, Lovell, Wyo., permit. 


August 27—Calais, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 115: 
MC 101404—H. G. Patterson, Harvey Station, New Brunswick, Can. 


August 27—Cleveland, O.—Cleveland Hotel — Commissioner Patterson: 

* 28000, Sub. 56—Application of Pere Marquette for approval of pro- 
posed modification of systems or devices under section 25(b) of the 
interstate commerce act. 


Newcastle, 


August 27—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Benny’ 
MC 43657, Sub. 1—DeTar Distributing Co., Inc., Oklahoma City, 
Okla., permit to extend operations. 
MC 51362, Sub. 1—Fidler Transfer & Storage, Ada, Okla., certificate. 
MC 100312, Sub. 1—Mrs. E. Milburn, Hugo, Okla., permit to extend 
operations, 


August 27—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 43269, Sub. 1—Wells, Inc., Reno, Nev. 


August 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 
1. & S. 5018—Dried beans, Michigan to central territory. 











































SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to get copies of those that will change your rates, 
well in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each proposal. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 
new rates were published. 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 
Changes 


Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of charge the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 


5. Other Essential Rate Information 


Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 
tariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Ill. 
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August 28—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 157: 
* MC 102718—S. Waddell, Columbus, Ga., permit. 


August 28—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bds. 84 and 79; 
MC 102644—J. T. Annin, Columbus, Mont., permit. 
August 28—Caribou, Me.—County Court—Jt. Bds. 69 and 115: 
MC 92540—N. P. Stonehouse, Presque Isle, Me. 
MC 96411—Cecil Adams, Fort Fairfield, Me., certificate. 
McC 102577—J. A. Currie, Fort Fairfield, Me., certificate. 
August 28—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Walsh: 
28669—United States Lime Products Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al, 
August 28—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 33773, Sub. 2—Wilson Truck Co., Tulsa, Okla., certificate to ex. 
tend operations. 
August 29—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-1745—Chocolate coating, Savannah, Ga., to Augusta, Ga, 


August 29—Billings, Mont.—Commercia]l Club—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 2867, Sub. 6—Bice Brothers, Laurel, Mont., permit to exteng 
operations. 
August 29—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Brad. 
ford: 
1. & S. M-1743—Transit rule, Pa., Va., W. Va. to Ga., Ky., Tenn, 
Va., W. Va. 
August 29—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Walsh: 
1. & S. 4990—Citrus fruits, Calif. and Ariz. to Ida., Ore. and Wash, 
August 29—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 43163, Sub. 2—B & B Supply Co., Tulsa, Okla., certificate to 
extend operations. 
August 29—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 102682, Sub. 1—Hughes Transportation, Inc., Charleston, §. C, 
certificate. 
August 30—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 63642—Stendel Transportation Co., Lewistown, Mont. 
August 30—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 37203, Sub. 2—Millstead Transfer and Storage, Bartlesville, Okla., 
certificate to extend operations. 


September 2—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Conlon: 
MC 67216—Beacon Fast Freight Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., certif- 
cate or permit. 
September 2—Helena, Mont.—Board of R. R. Commissioners—Examiner 
Olentine: 
MC 102785—Blue Bell Co., Logan, Utah, permit. 
September 2—Helena, Mont.—Board of R. R. Commissioners—-Examiner 
Olentine: 
* MC 102785, Sub. 2—Blue Bell Co., Logan, Utah, permit to extend 
operations. 
September 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Corcoran: 
1. & S. M-1735—Liquors, paints, from and to IIll., Ind., Kan. and Mo. 
points. 


September 2—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 2146, Sub. 2—J. E. Hilditch, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 63994, Sub. 2—A. C. Clark Trucking Co., Tulsa, Okla., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 3—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer and 
Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 29890, Sub. 2—Rockland Coaches, Inc., Spring Valley, N. Y., cer- 
tificate or permit to extend operations. 
MC 3647, Sub. 12—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., New- 
ark, N. J., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 3, Sub. 7—Garden States Lines, Maywood, N. J. 
September 3—Columbus, O.—Public Utilities—Examiner Borroughs: 
* MC 71305—Fullerton Transfer and Storage Co., Youngstown, O. 
September 3—Hartford, Conn.—Bond Hotel—Commissioner Patterson 
and Examiner Hoy: 
* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract charges. 


September 3—Helena, Mont.—Bd. of R. R. Commissioners—Jt. Bd. 123: 
MC 88635, Sub. 3—Swingle’s Motor Express, Silver Gate, Mont., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
September 3—Ironton, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Disque: 
28666—The Ohio Calcium Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al. 
September 3—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Pol- 
ter and Examiner Walsh: 
28686—Lumber, Wash. and Ore. to Calif. 
1. & S. 4946—Lumber between Pacific coast ports. 


September 3—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 200, Sub. 17—Riss & Co., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate to 
extend operations. 
September 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Job: 
* Fourth Section Ap. 19183—Petroleum products to Delaware and Mary- 
land. 
September 4—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 100: 
* MC 70560, Sub. 1—North Alabama Motor Express, Inc., Birmingham, 
Ala., certificate to extend operations. 
September 4—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 32620, Sub. 1—H. M. Turner Trucking Corp., Martinsville, V4. 
certificate to extend operations. 
September 4—Helena, Mont.—Bd. of R. R. Commissioners—Jt. Bd. 242: 
MC 102258—M. Wilson, Great Falls, Mont., permit. 
September 4—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
* MC 64439—Ford Truck Service, Marion, Kan., certificate or permit. 
September 4—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1721—Canned goods—Wisconsin points to Twin Cities. 
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WHADDYA MEAN, cq 


You tell ‘em, Joe! Scrap iron and steel is far from 
being “junk!” It's so important to industry that 
hundreds of thousands of tons are shipped via 
Chesapeake and Ohio every year! 


And it all speeds to its destination safely, surely 
... on-time to help meet production schedules in 
our country's big steel mills . . . along with iron 


ore and countless other raw materials. 


But that’s just half of the story — for there is a 





oN 


ge 


tremendous double-flow of freight over this rail- 
road. Raw materials and finished products! Every- 
thing from rusty scrap metal to complex machinery. 
Yes, shippers know they can depend on Chesa- 
peake and Ohio to handle any shipment with care, 
speed and cooperation geared right to the indi- 
vidual job. Put this service to work for you! 
Communicate with our nearest representative or 
with GEO. W. WOOD, Freight Traffic Manager 
— Solicitation, Chesapeake and Ohio Lines, 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 


APEAKE anv OHIO LINES 
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September 4—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
* MC 102569, Subs. 2 and 3—Machinery Transportation Co., Sacramento, 
Calif., certificate. 


September 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
Fourth section ap. 19166—Iron or steel borings from Minn. to Keokuk, 
Ta. 
September 4—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 357: 
* MC 101776, Sub. 2—Refiners Relay, Inc., Caruthersville, Mo., permit 
to extend operations. 


September 4—Tulsa, Okla.—Hotel Mayo—Jt. Bds. 334, 39 and 180: 
MC 4868, Sub. 2—M. Grever, administratrix, estate of C. Grever, de- 
ceased, Tulsa, Okla., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89963, Sub. 1—G. E. Chevally, Dewey, Okla., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 102708—E. Sturm, Vinita, Okla., certificate. 
September 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cheseldine: 
Fourth section ap. 19070—Super phosphate from Baltimore, Md., tc 
Bridgeport, Conn. 
September 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
* Finance 13378—Application of Great Lakes Transit Corporation for 
authority to acquire control of the Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. 
through ownership of stock, etc. 


September 5—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 100: 

* MC 78632, Sub. 14—Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., 
certificate to extend operations. 

September 5—Boston, Mass.—Hotel 
and Examiner Hoy: 


* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 


September 5—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-1714—Petroleum, containers between eastern southern 
points and N. C., 
September 5—Columbus, O.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 27: 


* MC 30623, Sub. 1—Rehl Trucking Co., Columbus, O., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


September 5—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court—Examiner Olentine: 


MC 102649—Reely’s General Storage and Freight Terminal, Missoula, 
Mont., certificate. 


Lenox—Commissioner Patterson 


September 5—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Commissioner Por- 
ter and Examiner Walsh: 
W-475—American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., Panama Canal Line, San 
Francisco, application to operate as water carrier. 
W-308—Burns Steamship Co., Beverly Hills, Calif., application to 
operate as water carrier. 


September 5—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 5022—Gypsum rock, Fort Dodge, Ia., to Prospect Hill, Mo. 


Subscribe Ylow for 


TRAFFIC WoRLp 





September 5—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 179: 
* MC 78632, Sub. 12—Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nashville, 
certificate to extend operations. 


September 5—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC we Transfer & Storage, Henryetta, Okla., certificate o 
permit. 
MC 32504, Sub. 1—Oklahoma Truck Line, Inc., Sapulpa, Okla., perm, 
to extend operations. 
MC 59250, Sub. 1—McKnight Storage & Moving, Bartlesville, Oki, 
certificate to extend operations. ‘ 
September 6—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd, 199. 


* MC 6554, Sub. 7—Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 6—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson. 
1. & S. M-1710—Wool in the grease, Wyo. points to Twin Cities, 
1. & S. M-1727—Wool in the grease, S. D. points to De Graff, Minn, 

* 1, & S. M-1756—Wool in the grease, S. D. points to Twin Cities, 

September 6—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Por. 

ter and Examiner Walsh: 

W-330—Coastwise Line, San Francisco, application to operate as 
water carrier. 

W-473—J. C. Strittmatter, dba Consolidated Steamship Cos.-Consgoli. 


— Olympic Line, San Francisco, application to operate as water 
carrier. 


September 6—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 102307—Icenogle Transfer Co., Pryor, Okla., certificate. 


September 6—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Jt. Bd. 16: 
* MC 102771—Icenogle Transfer Co., Pryor, Okla., permit. 


September 8—Bangor, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Commissioner Patterson and 
Examiner Hoy: 

* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 

September 8—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 10: 

* MC 76177, Sub. 4—Baggett Transportation Co., Inc., Birmingham, 
Ala., certificate to extend operations. 


September 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Messer: 
MC 3647, Sub. 7—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., New- 
ark, N. J. 
September 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Wilkins: 
W-i—Erie & St. Lawrence Corporation, exemption under section 
303(e). 
* W-1-—-Erie & St. Lawrence Corp., application for authority—section 
309(a) and (f). 
September 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 119: 
* MC 3647, Sub. 27—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., New- 
ark, N. J., certificate to extend operations. 


Tenn,, 


THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


N these days of rapid rate changes and of gen- 
I eral industrial unrest, it is more than ever 
important to keep a “weather eye” on Washington 
and its doings—and to learn of changes quickly so 
that you will have as much time as possible to pre- 
pare for changes in the rates and services on your 
traffic, or, as the case may be, to prepare and enter 
your objection or concurrence with the proper 


body. 


The Daily gives you the same traffic information 
that you receive in the weekly TRAFFIC WORLD 
and the weekly TRAFFIC BULLETIN. But you 
get it daily instead of weekly. It reduces to a mini- 
mum the valuable time between the taking of any 
action affecting your interest and the delivery into 
your hands of full information regarding it. 


In addition to being timely the Daily gives you a 
complete picture. It covers all that goes on in the 
transportation field each day. 


Then, too, you will find the Daily saves you con- 
siderable time in that essential and unending job 
of keeping always posted, which means being al- 
ways on the lookout for changes and revisions. It 
is so much easier to set aside a few minutes each 


day to read the Daily than it is to find several 
hours to check thoroughly THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD and THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN once a 


week. 


And supplementing this speedy, accurate, and com- 
plete news service is the special service department 
at Washington, D. C. If you are a subscriber and 
expect a change, or have some matter on which 
you expect action by the Commission, write Wash- 
ington and they will keep you informed by letter 
or wire. If you are a subscriber this department 
will act as your own representative for contact 
with any federal bureau or department and will 
render many individual and personal services such 
as you would expect if you had your own men in 
Washington. 


In order to enable you to determine how much 
this service would be worth to you, we will be glad 
to give you a 30 day free trial. No strings are 
attached to this offer and there will be no obliga- 
tions on your part. Just drop us a line and we 
will do the rest. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORP. 
418 South Market St. CHICAGO 
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KEWAUNEE 


MANITOWOC 
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MWAUKEE] 7 


N°: we're turning down your invitation to “go 
around Robin Hood's barn." That “barn” of 
yours happens to be a sizable tract of timber known 
as Sherwood Forest! And, like the shippers we serve, 
we don't care for roundabout routes. That's why we 
operate six huge steel Carferries . . . ships that 
take whole freight trains aboard and speed them in 
a short, straight line across Lake Michigan. 


Saving many hours and many miles over the land 









\ LUDINGTON 


ae oa iw 


~~ Wy ~ 


NOT FOR OUR SHIPPERS, MR. HOOD! 


9 PERE MAROU 


route around the lake, these Carferries are mighty 
popular with shippers. In an average year, more than 
100,000 cars are switched onto these ships, sailed 
across and then switched back onto main-line track 
to continue their journey. No breaking bulk . . . no 
time wasted in congested rail centers. 


Use this time-saving short route between Eastern and 
Northwestern points. Pere Marquette Carferries 
operate daily between Ludington, Michigan, and 
Milwaukee, Manitowoc and Kewaunee, Wisconsin. 
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/ THE RAILROAD THAT CROSSES LAKE MICHIGAN 









AN OFFICE 
AT THE AIRPORT! 


That’s just about what you have, Mr. 
Traffic Manager, when you receive or send 
shipments by super-swift Air Express. 
Three-mile-a-minute speed over sky speed- 
ways between over 250 airports is just one 
of the advantages we offer. In addition, 
we sprint along on the ground as if we had 
wings on our feet . . . giving you direct, 
convenient service for anything from a 
light parcel to a heavy crate with special 
pick-up and special delivery at no extra 
charge within our regular vehicle limits in 
all cities and principal towns. Coordinated 
air-rail connections serve 23,000 off-airline 
offices. International Air Express service 
to Canada, Latin America, Alaska, Hawaii, 
Australasia and the Far East. Just phone 


Railway Express, Air Express Division. 


‘FASTEST WAY’ MEANS AIR EXPRESS 


Division of RAILWAY EXPRESS 
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} September 8—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 7555, Sub. 2—Textile Motor Freight, Laurinburg, N. v., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 8—Idaho Falls, |da.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 102687—Idaho Falls—Salmon Stage Line, Idaho Falls, Ida., ¢ey. 
tificate. 


September 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-1749—Rating, iron and steel, between C. F. A. and south. 
west territories. 


September 8—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
28629—Commonwealth of Kentucky et al. vs. I. C. et al. 


September 8—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Pop. 

ter and Examiner Walsh: 

W-296—Dorothy Philips Steamship Co., Los Angeles, Calif., applica. 
tion to operate as water carrier. 

W-299—Lawrence-Philips Steamship Co., Los Angeles, Calif., applica. 
tion to operate as water carrier. 

W-472—Gorman Steamship Co., Oakland, Calif., application to Op- 
erate as water carrier. 

W-810—Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd., San Francisco, Calif., exemp. 
tion under section 303(h). 

W-307—W. H. Wood, dba Hart-Wood Lumber Co., San Francisco, 
Calif., application to operate as water carrier. 


September 8—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
1. & S. 4978—Potatoes and onions, west to south and southwest, 
Fourth section ap. 19035—Potatoes and onions to the southwest andj 
south, 
September 8—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bds. 21 and 149: 
* MC 66562, Subs. 351 and 352—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New 
York, N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 


September 8—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Benny: 
MC 30056, Sub. 1—Dobson Truck Line, Bartlesville, Okla., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
28679—Middle Fork R. R. Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 
September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gray: 
28678—Nicholson Universal Steamship Co. vs. Nicholson Transit Co, 
W-592—Application of T. J. McCarthy Steamship Co. for certificutes 
to operate as a common carrier in the transportation of property 
between ports on the Great Lakes. 
W-732—Nicholson Transit Co., application for authority to operate 
as a contract carrier by water. 
W-729—Automotive trades Steamship Co. (application to operate as 
a common carrier by water). 
September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Valentine: 
Fourth Section Ap. 19098—Scrap iron to Ashland, Ky., group points, 
September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Smith: 
* MC F-954—Illinois Greyhound Lines, Inc., purchase, Southern Limited, 
Inc. 
* MC F-955—Greyhound Corp., issuance of stock. 


September 9—Barre, Vt.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Carter: 
Ex Parte 142—In the matter of Cornelius Granai. 


September 9—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bds. 14 
and 106: 

* MC 23620, Sub. 11—Georgia Motor Express, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 

* MC 102770, Sub. 1—Florence-Savannah Bus Line, Florence, Ala., cer- 
tificate. 


September 9—Broklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 3699, Sub. 3—Manhattan Coach Lines, Inc., Clifton, N. J., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 3700, Sub. 3—Manhattan Transit Co., Clifton, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 


September 9—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC C-291—Furniture from Virginia to Ga., N. C. and S. C. 


September 9—Idaho Falls, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 29: 
MC 32799, Sub. 1—Standen Truck Line, Idaho Falls, Ida., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 5005—Transit on corn products at Kansas City. 
September 9—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Commissioner Pat- 
terson and Examiner Mattingly: 
* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 


September 9—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson 

and Jt. Bd. 145: 

MC 72316, Sub. 1—La Belle Safety Storage & Moving Co., Minne 
apolis, Minn., certificate to extend operations. 

MC 74681, Sub. 1—Skellet Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certificate to ¢* 
tend operations. 

MC 12254—Ballard Storage & Transfer Co., St. Paul, Minn., license. 

MC 12255—Skellet Co., Minneapolis, Minn., license. 

MC 12253—LaBelle Safety Storage and Moving Co., Minneapolis, 
Minn., license. 

MC 73596, Sub. 1—Ballard Storage & Transfer Co., St. Paul, Mint. 
certificate. 


September 9—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Stiles: 
W-104—Union Barge Line Corporation, application for exemption ~ 
tion 303(e), application for certificate as a common carrier, app! 
cation for certificate as a contract carrier. 
| September 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Por 
ter and Examiner Walsh: 
W-302—Horace X. Baxter Steamship Co., San Francisco, application 
to operate as water carrier. 
W-289—A. B. Johnson Lumber Co., San Francisco, Calif. applic 
tion to operate as water carrier. 
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at the PORT of NEWARK A marginal wharf 
3900 lineal feet in length and 82 feet wide on a ship 
channel having 30 feet of water. Nine immense, mod- 
ern warehouse buildings . . . 60 acres for lumber and 
other open storage ... 1414 miles trackage connecting 
with all railroads . . . modern facilities for prompt 
and safe handling of merchandise of all kinds, whether 
rail, automotive or water-borne. The very heart of 
a rich, 17,000,000-population market. Served by Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey Central and Lehigh Valley Rail- 
roads, Storage-in-transit arrangements in effect. 


NEWARK TIDEWATER TERMINAL, INC. 


Write for particulars 
Port Street, Newark, N. J. 
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PASSENGER & FREIGHT 
SERVICE 


from U. S. Gulf Ports to 


BRAZIL: 
URUGUAY: 
ARGENTINA: 


There are many firms which in the past have 
been interested in selling only to Europe or 
to the domestic market, but who are now 
interested in shipping to Latin America. To 
such firms, interested in the markets and 
sources of supply of Brazil, Uruguay or 
Argentina, Delta Line offers an invitation to 
investigate its services. The Latin American 
market is well worth developing. 


Delta Line has always valued the support of 
its friends who have used its services 
throughout the years. It hopes to warrant 
their confidence by continuing to give 
courteous, efficient and dependable service 
at all times. 


MISSISSIPPI 


SHIPPING COMPANY, INC. 


Owner and Operator 


NEW ORLEANS NEW YORK 


A 


DELTA LINE 


CHICAGO 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


Personal Notes 


Homer S. Snow, vice-president in charge of traffic, Ameri. 
can Zinc, Lea & Company, a member of the board 
of directors and a past president of the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, died at his home in St. Louis, Mo., August 9. He 
een 


David McK. Ford has been appointed vice-president in 
charge of purchases and stores for the Canadian National Rail- 
ways at Montreal. Edwin A. Bromley has been appointed 
general purchasing agent at Montreal to succeed Mr. Ford. 


Paul Blang has been appointed traffic manager, and G. B. 
Moeller assistant traffic manager for the W. E. Callahan Con. 
struction Company, contractors, at Southwestern Proving 
Grounds, Hope, Ark. 


G. R. Haworth has been appointed general manager for the 
Western Maryland Railway at Baltimore, Md. He was 
formerly general superintendent. 


Friends and associates of Walter M. Haenssel in Kansas 
City will give a farewell luncheon for him at the Hotel Con- 
tinental August 18. Mr. Haenssel, who is the immediate past 
president of the Traffic Club of Kansas City, has been appointed 
assistant general freight agent for the Baltimore and Ohio at 
Cleveland, O. F. S. Shumaker, J. G. Page and J. S. Crute are 
members of the committee making preparations for the 
luncheon. 


Jacob Maniss has been appointed general traffic manager 
and traffic counsel, at San Francisco, for the following firms: 
W. R. Ames Company; Fraser and Johnston Company; James 
Graham Manufacturing Company; Hammer-Bray Company; 
S. T. Johnson Company; H. C. Little Burner Company, and 
Williams-Wallace Company. 


John F. Girault has been appointed general traffic man- 
ager for the Federal Barge Lines, Inland Waterways Corpora- 
tion, at New Orleans, succeeding L. D. Chaffee, who died. 


M. Carter Hall, general solicitor, Chesapeake and Ohio, 
died“at Clifton Forge, Va;, August 11. He was 58 years old. 
——“"W. H. Abel has been appointed traffic commissioner, in 
charge of the newly organized traffic bureau of the Aurora, IIl., 
Chamber of Commerce. 

Ward J. Edwards has been appointed general agent for the 
Akron, Canton and Youngstown and the Northern Ohio rail- 
ways, at San Francisco, Cal. 

The Pittsburgh region chapter of the Association of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission Practitioners will hold a golf 
outing for members and guests at the Edgewood Country Club 
September 15. Dinner will be served. 

J. A. Connors has been elected vice-president and general 
manager of the Seaboard Freight Lines, a division of Keeshin 
Freight Lines, Inc., with headquarters at New York. 

W. C. Matthews has been appointed commercial agent for 
the Atlanta, Birmingham and Coast Railroad, at Birmingham, 
Ala. 


September 9—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 

* MC 1964, Sub. 4—Friederich Truck Service, O’Fallon, IIl., certificate 
to extend operations. 

* MC 102723—Royal Motor Service, St. Louis, certificate. 


September 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cheseldine: 
Fourth Section Aps. 18987 and 18988—turnips from Nova Scotia and 
Prince Edward Island. 


September 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Disque: 
28633—Jeffreys-Myers Manufacturing Co. vs. Southern et al. 


September 9—Washington, D, C.—Examiner Griffin: 
28256—State Corporation Commission of Va. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 


September 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: ; 
* 1, & S. M-1742—Beverages, Norfolk to D. C., Md., W. Va., containers 
returned, 


September 10—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 110: 

* MC 102689—Alabama Highway Express, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., per 

mit. 

September 10—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer: 
MC 3701, Sub. 3—Westwood Transportation Co., Little Ferry, N. J. 
MC 3705, Sub. 3—Westwood Transportation Lines, Inc., Little Ferry, 

N. J. 


September 10—Concord, N. H.—Chamber of Commerce—Commissioner 
Patterson and Examiner Hoy: 

* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 


September 10—Idaho Falls, ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 


MC 88532, Sub. 2—W. H. Clayton, Ucon, Ida., certificate to extend 
operations. 
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September 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-1718—Various commodities—Kan, and Mo. to Kan., Mo. 
and Okla. 


September 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Johnson: 
28620—Union Wire Rope Corporation vs. C, R. I. & P. et al. 


September 10—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Stiles: 
28470—F.. W. Smalstig vs. B. & O. et al. 


September 10—Portland, Me.—Federal Court—Examiner Kassel. 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


September 10—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Por- 
ter and Examiner Walsh: 


W-365—Fred Linderman, trustee, Standard Battery Separator Co. 
(S. S. Daisy Gadsby), San Francisco, application to operate as 
water carrier. 


W-277—Oliver J. Olson & Co., San Francisco, application to operate 
as water carrier. 

W-336—Pope & Talbot, Inc. (McCormick Steamship Co. Division), 
McCormick Steamship Co., San Francisco, application to operate 
as water carrier. 


September 10—St. Louis, Mo.—Hotel Coronado—Examiner Disque: 
1. & S. 4839—Grain, Missouri to Chicago and Peoria, Ill. 


September 10—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 
* MC 90726, Sub. 1—Eberlin Truck Service, Brussels, IIl., 
* MC 102719—W. L. Krout, St. Louis, certificate. 
September 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Valentine: 
Fourth Section Ap. 18538—Class rates from and to Appalachia and 
Big Stone Gap, Va. 
September 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
28647—D. A. Stickell & Sons, Inc., vs. Alton et al. 


September 11—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 340: 
* MC 28731, Sub. 3—Leonard Truck Lines, Inc., Shreveport, La., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


September 11—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer 
and Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 3647, Sub. 10—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., 
Newark, N. J., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 35124, Sub. 2—Hill Bus Co., Westwood, N. J., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


September 11—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Wilkins: 
1. & S. 4997—Grapefruit, Texas to C. F. A. points. 
September 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 16007, Sub. 3—M & G Contract Service Co., Joplin, Mo., permit 
to extend operations. 
1. & S. M-1720—Drugs—Evansville, Ind., to Texas points. 


certificate. 
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September 11—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Commissione; Pat- 
terson and Examiner Mattingly: 

* 28496 et al.—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum 
charges of contract carriers. 


September 11—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Stiles: 
28681—Greensburg-Connellsville Coal & Coke Co. vs. B. & O. et al, 


September 11—Pocatello, Ida.—U. S. Court—Examiner Olentine: 
1. & S. M-1734—Minimum rates and charges, Calif. to Ida. points, 


September 11—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Por. 
ter and Examiner Walsh: 
W-301—Solano Steamship Co., 
operate as water carrier. 
W-348—Sudden & Christenson, San Francisco, application to oper- 

ate as water carrier. 
W-384—Sudden & Christenson, Arrow Line, San Francisco, appli- 
cation to operate as water carrier. 
W-518—Kingsley Co. of California, 
operate as water carrier. 
W-360—W. R. Chamberlin—W. R. Chamberlin & Co., San Fran- 
cisco, application to operate as water carrier. 


September 11—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 

* MC 2332, Sub. 2—Illinois Film Service, Carbondale, IIl., 
to extend operations. 

* MC 102665—Aero Drayage Co., St. Louis, certificate. 


September 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth Section Ap. 18922—Commodities to Missouri River points— 
Union Pacific. 


September 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Konigsberg: 
1. & S. 5025—Cement, Kansas and Oklahoma to Oklahoma. 


September 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Konigsberg: 
* Fourth Section Ap. 19135—Cement from Kansas and Oklahoma 


September 12—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 239: 
* MC 75840, Sub. 7—Malone Freight Line, Decatur, Ala., certificate to 
extend operations. 


Los Angeles, Calif., application to 


San Francisco, application to 


certificate 


September 12—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer: 
MC 29890, Sub. 3—Rockland Coaches, Spring Valley, N. Y., certificate 
to extend operations. 


September 12—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Wilkins: 
28672—-The Kasle Iron & Metal Co. vs. Wheeling & Lake Erie et al. 


September 12—Cairo, Ill.—County Court—Examiner Disque: 
28215—-Valley Steel Products Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


September 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-1747—Grain products, Wichita, Kan., to Okla. 
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Dawson: 


HE Port of Mobile is strategically 

located for handling shipments to grow- 
ing South American markets and is sharing 
generously in the increased commerce 
between the United States and her Latin 
American neighbors. 


The Port of Mobile, with the cooperation 
of Alabama State Docks and Terminals and 
the Mobile Pan-American Committee, is 
playing an important role in the promotion 
of a better understanding between the 
Latin American countries and the United 
States. 





And at Alabama State Docks, equipped 
to handle any amount of anything at any 
time, there is never danger of costly 
congestion. 







For information, write 


Mobile, Ala. 


ALABAMA STATE 








esser: 
Wilkins: | 


rector, ALABAMA STATE DOCKS AND TERMINALS 


PLANNING COMMISSION 





Every year a new crop of youngsters come up 
from the sandlots and camps for tryouts in the big 
leagues . . . hopeful of making the grade .. . 
dreaming of having ‘plenty on the ball’’ to face the 
really big-shot sluggers. Behind them are years of 
study, gruelling practice in the training camps, and 
experience in the “minors”. But it’s a small price 
to pay for an iron arm that can deliver the ball right 
down the “groove” with plenty of steam! 


On the railroad, delivery is equally important! 
Merchandise shipments must be delivered on time, 
straight down the groove, with precision and de- 
pendability acquired through years of training and 
experience — training and experience, coordinated 
with adequate, efficient motive power, rolling stock, 
terminals and other facilities. When it comes to 
“pennant winning” delivery, the Norfolk and Western 
Railway has “plenty on the ball”! 


If your shipment is to be moved between 
the Midwest and the Virginias and 
Carolinas or between the North and the 
South, specify the route of the Norfolk 
and Western. 







COLUMBUS, OHIO 
CINCINNATI, 
OHIO 


NORTON, VA 
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September 12—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Por- 

ter and Examiner Walsh: 

W-199—S. S. Freeman & Co., San Francisco, application to operate 
as water carrier. 

W-190—J. Ramselius/L. G. Gray—J. Ramselius Associates, San Fran- 
cisco, application to operate as water carrier. 

W-649—J. S. Moore, dba Moore Steamship Co., San Francisco, appli- 
cation to uperate as water carrier. 

W-480—Owens-Parks Lumber Co., Vernon, Calif., application to op- 
erate as water carrier. 

W-450—West Coast Steamship Co., Los Angeles, application to op- 
erate as water carrier. 





September 12—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Linn: 
* 1. & S. M-1759—Roofing paper, Portland, Ore., to Wash. points. 


September 12—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 
* MC 7141, Sub. 1—Carson’s Truck Service, East St. Louis, Ill., cer- 
tificate. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
1. & S. 5029—Paints, Newark, N. J., to Philadelphia. 


September 13—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer: 
MC 1709, Sub. 1—Spring Valley Motor Coach, Spring Valley, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 


September 13—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Wilkins: 
1. & S. 5028—Internal combustion engines in official territory. 


September 13—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Wilkins: 
* 1. & S. 5028 1st sup.—Internal combustion engines in Official terri- 
tory. 
September 13—Fort Smith, Ark.—Goldman Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 4988—Coke breeze, Minnequa, Colo., to Ark. and Okla. 


September 13—Pocatello, Ida.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 34868, Sub. 1—Orange Transportation Co., Inc., Pocatello, Ida., 
certificate to extend operations. 


September 15—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
1. & S. 4983—Ethylene glycol, W. T. L. to official territory. 
1. & S. 4960—Tape and rubber articles in official territory. 


September 15—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Kassel: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


September 15—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer: 
MC 13492, Sub. 4—North Boulevard Bus, North Bergen, N. J. 


September 15—Dallas, Tex.—Hotel Baker—Examiner Johnson: 

1. & S. 5013—Pulpboard, Kansas City, Mo., to Southard, Okla. 
September 15—Mobile, Ala.—Cawthon Hotel—Jt. Bd. 100: 
* MC 102383—Bedwell Freight Line, Jackson, Ala., certificate. 





Here Comes THE [ENNESSEAN 


The Tennessean is powered by a 4000 h.p. In addition to the Coach equipment, Pullman 


Diesel locomotive between Memphis and 
Bristol and Streamlined steam locomotive 
between Washington and Bristol. Coaches are 
ultra-modern, streamlined with the latest type 
reclining and revolving seats. The last word 


in decorative fixtures, appointments and seat- FRANK L. JENKINS, Passenger Traffic Mgr. 
ing facilities will be found in the Observation- Washington, D. C. 


Tavern Car. Beautifully appointed Dining Car 
serving popular-priced meals. Most modern 
air-conditioning system. Special features in- 


clude a Hostess and train Passenger Repre- 

sentative to look after the needs of the passen- BY/ iy VA A ARN RA I. fh WA y 
gers. All coach seats reserved in advance 

without additional charge. Ss Y, Ay Ti E. M 


September 15—Pocatello, ida.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 29: 


sleeping car service is available between Mem- 
phis and Chattanooga, Memphis and Wash- 
ington, Nashville and Bristol. 
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MC 102368—Star Valley-Jackson Stages, Pocatello, Ida., certificate 
September 15—Providence, R. 1I.—Naragansett Hotel—Examiner Wil 
kins: 
1. & §S. 5017—Coke, Harbor Junction Wharf and Boston to Ports. 
mouth, N. H. 


September 15—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Walsh: 
W-434—Olympic Steamship Co., Inc.—Consolidated Olympic Line 
Seattle, Wash., application to operate as water carrier. 
W-474—Schaffer Bros. Steamship Lines, Aberdeen, Wash., applica. 
tion to operate as water carrier. 
W-510—West Oregon Lumber Co., Linnton, Ore., application to op- 
erate as water carrier. 
W-312—Wheeler-Hallock Co., Portland, Ore., application to operate 
as water carrier. 
September 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gray: 
W-239—Universal Transportation Co., exemption under section 303(e), 


September 16—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
1. & S. 4989—Nuts, eastern ports to W. T. L. points. 


September 16—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Wilkins: 
1. & S. 4984—Groceries, Boston to Maine and Vermont. 
1. & S. 5011—Groceries, Massachusetts to Vermont. 








September 16—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Messer: 
MC 66582, Sub. 10—Jersey City & Lyndhurst Bus Co., Inc., Ruther. 
ford, N. J. 


September 16—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
28655—Memphis Cotton Exchange et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 


September 16—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson 

* 1, & S. M-1757—Henry E. Erickson, C. O. D. regulations. 

September 16—Mobile, Ala.—Cawthon Hotel—Jt. Bd. 14: 

* MC 86761, Sub. 7—Gulf Transport Co., Mobile, Ala., certificate to ex. 
tend operations. 


September 16—Pocatello, Ida.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 29: 
MC 2387, Sub. 3—Tri-State Motor Ways, Salt Lake City, Utah, cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 30118, Sub. 1—Bear Lake Stages, Paris, Ida., certificate to extend 
operations. 
September 16—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Walsh: 
W-354—James Griffiths & Sons, Inc., Seattle, Wash., application to 
operate as water carrier. 
W-355—Griffiths Steamship Co., Seattle, Wash., application to operate 
as water carrier. 
W-356—Coastwise Steamship & Barge Co., Inc., Seattle, Wash., ap- 
plication to operate as water carrier. 








WASHINGTON 
TO MEMPHIS 


Streamliner 










The Tennessean 
affords our patrons 
the finest and most 
modern Streamlined 
train service at econ- 
omy coach fares. 
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Houston's modern facilities bring Rail and 
Water transportation close and aid coordi- 


nation. 


J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port 


Houston, Texas 


Regular and Dependable 
Service to 


HAVANA * PANAMA ° JAMAICA 
COSTA RICA * HONDURAS 
COLOMBIA * GUATEMALA 

BRITISH HONDURAS 


UNITED FRUIT COMPANY 


Pier 3, North River, New York 
321 St. Charles St., New Orleans 





451 


Kickets 


NOW SERVE THE 


MIDWEST 


Rock Island Lines, the Route of the Rockets, now operates a fleet of 
fifteen Diesel-powered, streamlined passenger trains. These modern 
marvels of transportation incorporate every known improvement for 
excellence in rail travel. They provide the utmost in safety, comfort 
and speed over their routes between: 





CHICAGO-OMAHA- CHICAGO-PEORIA KANSAS CITY- 
LINCOLN-DENVER- e OKLAHOMA CITY- 
COLORADO SPRINGS eames: FORT WORTH-DALLAS 
e DES MOINES e 
KANSAS CITY- ‘ KANSAS CITY- 

TOPEKA-DENVER- DES MOINES-ST. PAUL- 
MEMPHIS-LITTLE ROCK- 
COLORADO SPRINGS coeinetindi ine: MINNEAPOLIS 
od AMARILLO e 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL- FORT WORTH-DALLAS- 
CEDAR RAPIDS-ST. LOUIS HOUSTON 


Burlington-Rock Island R. R. 
FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload shipments to and 
from the West, Northwest and Southwest. Free 
Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 


Rock 


Island 





ROUTE OF THE ROCKETS 















STARRETT-LEHIGH 
BUILDING 


OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York’s West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 
offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


e Lehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
facilities throughout 


e@Floor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 
units may be leased 


eHigh safety standards—low insurance rates 
e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
eFast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 






INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 
nationally-known occupants are doing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th — West 27th Streets—lIlth to 18th Avenues 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 





— 








Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line te Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 


From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 


Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 














How to’Keep an Eye’ on Your Truck 
When It’s Out of Your Sight 


ens pm, 
Py 


This Simple Little Device 
Records Every Move The 





Digest of New Complaints 


MC C-296, petroleum products, Kansas to Colorado points. 


MC C-293, Campbell Sixty-Six Express, Inc., Springfield, Mo., et q, 


No. 


No. 28682, Sub. 1, Indianapolis Board of Trade, Indianapolis, Ind., y 













TRAFFIC WORL) 





Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its 
own motion, into and concerning the reasonableness and Jawfulness 
otherwise of minimum rates and charges, etc., On gasoiine from 
Augusta, Kan., to Center and Monte Vista, Colo., maintained by 
E. L. Semke, Lamar, Colo., and of gasoline, kerosene, and dig. 
tillate from Hutchinson, Kan., to Monte Vista maintained by Ose 
Schultz, Dodge City, Kan. 








vs. Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, Mo., et al. 

Complainants allege Frisco Transportation Co., aided ang 
abetted by St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., the parent com 
pany, are conducting a complete service in direct competition with, 
and in substitution for, the parent railway’s train service, in vioj 
tion of the motor carrier act. Ask for an order requiring thé 
transportation company to operate the motor service as an auxilig 
service supplemental to the rail service. (B. W. LaTourette, Boat 
mans Bank Bldg., St. Louis, Mo.) 
28699, A. E. Staley Manufacturing Co., Decatur, IIl., vs. Alto 
Railroad Co. et al. 

Rates, soybean oil cake and meal, moving from points in Illing 
to destinations in Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska and Coloraio 
in violation of sections 1(5), 2(2) and 3(3). Asks cease and q 
sist order and establishment, for the future, of just and reaso 
able rates. (T. C. Burwell, P. O. Box 151, Decatur, Ill.) 





















N.. ee KS 

Rates, corn and products, Indianapolis, Ind., to Battle Cree 
Mich., and intermediate points, in violation of sections 1, 2, and 
the undue preference alleged being for corn grits from Kankakee 















Ill. Asks reasonable rates. (Freeman Bradford, 623 Bd. of Trade 
Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind.) 
No. 28700, Downing Box Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. C. M. St. P. &P 
Rates and charges, corrugated and other than corrugated pap 
boxes, Milwaukee, Wis., to points in Minnesota and Superior, Wis, 
in violation of sections 1, 4 and 6. Asks a cease and desist orde 
and reparation. (J. W. Goodman, 5038 Plankinton Bldg., Milwa 
kee, Wis.) 
No. 28701, Van Huffel Tube Corp., Warren, O., vs. P. R. R. et: 
Rates and charges, iron and steel fluted tubing, carload and le 
carload, Warren, O., to points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Vir 
ginia, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Massach 
setts, principally Philadelphia and New York, in violation of se 
tions 1 and 6. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (Charles 0) 
Swartz and L. V. Brandt, 1811 Prairie Ave., Chicago, III.) 
No. 28702, Semet-Solvay Co., New York, N. Y., vs. Ahnapee & Westen 
et al. 
Rates, coke, Detroit, Mich., to Ia., Mo., Minn., Kan., Wis., Neb. 
N. D., S. D., Okla., and Colo., in violation of sections 1 and 3, th 
undue preference alleged being for St. Louis, Chicago, Milwaukee 
Terre Haute and Indianapolis. Asks reasonable rates, fares 
charges. (A. E. Scherm, 40 Rector St., New York, N. Y.) 
No. 28703, F. G. Vogt & Sons, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., vs. A. C. L, eta 
Rates and charges, hogs, points in S. C., to Philadelphia, Pa., il 
violation of sections 1, 4 and 6. Asks reparation. (H. J. Weiser 
P. O. Box 148, Middletown, Pa.) 


NS 
Y ame oy 
f/ Truck Makes, All Day! 
: @ Idle time —busy time —day and night 
3 (and overtime, too!)—all on a waxed chart 
i : \ (see at left). Here, for example, is a 2-hour 
delay, and you can put your finger right on 
it!—and then correct it! GQ Over 100,000 
trucks now equipped. Write for booklet: 
“Ten Ways of Getting More Work Out 
of Motor Trucks.” It's FREE. 
THE SERVICE RECORDER CO. 


1422 Euclid Ave., Cleveland, Ohie 


HE SERVIS RECORDER 






































Keeps Trucks Busy 


Jrakhic Wen: WANTED 


CARS — Tank, Refrigerator, 
Hopper, Gondola, Dump, Etc. | 


LOCOMOTIVES — All types. 
For gs A Quick Answer to Your Rate Questions— 


Request CAR REPAIR PARTS AND | A Bis Help If You Shorthanded wid be 
our — RELAYING RAILS. ‘ book names rates to all agency stations and thousands 0 


S 2 inland and prepaid towns easy to find. You will get rate 
¢ y= before or on effective dates—subscribers have 
d thet service over twenty-seven years. 
a week for a copy on ten days’ approval 


NATIONAL FREIGHT RATE SERVICE MICHIGAK 


Publishing Rates Since 1914 


when responding. 


Also your Inquiries for above. 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, Inc. 


36 years’ experience 


13450S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 


“ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL” WANTED=—Shipping supervisor with traffic experience, by papa 


mill in the East. State age, experience and salary expected. Addrés 
Box 30, Traffic World. 








THE TIME TO TEST A HOTEL 1S WHEN YOU'RE TIRt 


Try Hotel Cleveland then. You'll 
appreciate the service that seems to 
anticipate your wishes, the genuine 
friendliness of everyone from doorman 
to manager, the sincere desire to have 
you enjoy your stay., And that tired minute by covered passage from ¥' 
feeling will vanish in the comfortable, train in the Union Passenger Termin 


ROOMS FROM $3 


HOTEL CLEVELAND - Clevelani 






colorful new rooms, in the glisteni 
shower, in the crisp linen of 
described as “seven feet long and 0 
mile deep.” 

It's easy to try it next trip—we're ° 








